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which he would have to vote. 
to assert, that no individual member on that floor | 
would vote upon this question without reading all | 


the evidence, and without listening to all the ar- || 


uments that might be advanced by gentlemen on | 

oth sides of the question. | 

Independent of this, Mr.G. must be permitted | 
to observe that, wherever counsel was employed 
for a specific purpose, for the purpose of advo- | 
eating the particular cause of a particular individ- | 


ual, he was expected, from the very nature of his |! 


station, from the duty a counsel] owed his clent, | 
to bring forward the strong points only, those 
calculated to operate exclusively for the benefit 


of the individual he represented, and not to touch |! 


upon those that woul 


go to sustain the other 
side. 


It did appear to Mr. G., then, that, taking 


a general view of the subject, both as to policy || 


and precedent, believing that House competent 
to investigate, for itself, this question, that 
there was no propriety on the present occasion, | 
of allowing counsel to the petitioner. He was | 
opposed to the motion upon general principles, | 
and he concurred with the gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts [Mr. Reep] that this principle, once || 
adopted, would have to be carried ou* on all sub- || 


jects involving a legal point which might come 
up there for discussion. It was wrong; it was | 
improper; and he could never consent to it. 


fr. WHITTLESEY here called for the orders || 


of- the day. 

Mr. BOYD moved to suspend the orders of the 
day, for the purpose of proceeding with the con- 
‘dhetalson of this subject. 

Mr. BYNUM wished to move simply to pro- 
ceed with the discussion, as he conceived that 
motion required only a bare majority. 

The CHAIR decided that that motion would | 
require two thirds, consistent with the precedents | 
that had been long established by the Rone. and | 
decided upon at least twenty times. The effect 
of the motion was to suspend the rules of the 
House, so far as private business was concerned. | 

Mr. BOYD then modified his motion, by | 
moving that the House proceed with the consid- 
eration of the report of the Committee of Elections. | 
The motion was decided as follows: ayes 87, noes 
83, whereupon, 

The CHAIR decided that, in conformity with 





the House, by long-established precedents, the 


motion was not agreed to, because it required a || 


majority of two thirds. | 
Mr. BYNUM then took an appeal from the | 


decision of the Chair, on the ground that a bare || 


majority was suflicient to proceed with the busi- | 
ness under consideration, and that Friday and | 
Saturday were not so absolutely set apart for the 

consideration of private business, as to inake that 


subject the special order for those days. The 19th || 


rule is as follows: 


Friday and Saturday in every week shall be set apart for | | 


the consideration of private bills and private business, in 


preference to any other, unless otherwise determined by a |) 


majority of the House. 


And the point was, whether it required a bare | 
‘majority,’’ or a‘‘majority”’ of two thirds. The | 


decisions of the Chair, and former precedents for || 


more than six years, were in favor of the latter. 

The point of order was debated at some length, | 
and the decision of the Chair was sustained by | 
Messrs. MERCER, BRIGGS, WILLIAMS of 
Kentucky, CUSHING, EVERETT, WHIT- 


TLESEY, and SUTHERLAND; opposed by | 
Messrs. BYNUM, BEARDSLEY, HARPER, 


VINTON, MANN of New York, BELL, VAN- | 
DERPOEL and TOUCEY. 


Mr. HAMER demanded the previous ques- | 
tion; which was seconded—ayes 108, noes not | 
counted; and the main question was ordered to | 
be put without a count. 

he main question was, ‘‘ Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House ?”’ 
and thereon, 
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and nays; which were ordered, and the question 
being taken, was decided in the aflirmative-—yeas 
| 132, nays 61; as follows: 

YEAS—Measrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Ash, Bailey, 
Banks, Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, Boon, Borden. Briggs, 
Buchanan, Buncli, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, 
Campbell, Carr, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John 
Chambers, Chaney, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, 
Coffee, Coles, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, De 
berry, Denny, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dunlap, Eifner, 
Everett, Faistield, French, Fry, Philo C. Fuller, Galbraith, 
James Garland, Rice Garland, Glaseock, Granger, Grennell, 
Griffin, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hard, Harlan, Samuel 
8. Harrison, Hawkins, Nazeltine, Weister, Howell, Hub- 
ley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, William Jackson, 
Joseph Jackson, Janes, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Henry 
Johnson, John W. Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Joshua Lee, 
Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Lincoln, Logan, Lyon, Job Mann, 
Martin, John Y. Mason,Moses Mason,Maury.May,McCarty, 
Mekennan, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Montgomery, Moore, 
Morgan, Morris, Dutee J. Pearce, James A. Pearce, Phelps, 
Phillips, Pickens, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Jobn Reynolds, 
Roane, Russell, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shep- 
perd, Shields, Sickles, Slade, Spangler, Standefer, Steele, 
Storer, Sutherland, Taliarerro, Taylor, Thomas, John 
Thomson, Turner, Turrill, Ward, Wardwell, White, Whit- 
tlesey, Lewis Williams, and Sherrod Williams—122. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Barton, Bean, Beardsley, 
Bond, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Bynum, Cambreleng, Chapin, 
| Conner, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, Davis, Dickson, Farlin, 
William K. Fuller, Gillet, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Jo- 
seph Hall, Hannegan, Harper, Albert G. Harrison, Haynes, 
| Holsey, Hopkins, Ingersoll, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, 
Cave Johnson Gideon Lee, Leonard, Abijah Mann, William 
Mason, Sampson Mason, McComas, McKay, MeKeon, 
| McKim, MeLene, Muhlenberg, Owens, Page, Parker, 
Robertson, Rogers, 
Schenck, Smith, Toucey, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Vinton, 
Webster, and Weeks—61. 

So the House determined that the decision of 
the Chair should stand as the judgment of the 
House. 


The House then proceeded to the orders of the 
day. 


REPORT FROM THE TREASURY. 
The SPEAKER presented a communication 


| statement relative to the growth, cultivation, and 
| manufacture of cotton; which 
| Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be 


|| printed. 


BILLS PASSED. 


| The following engrossed bills were read the 
| third time and passed: 


j | <A bill for the relief of Archibald Small; 
what he understood to be the declared sense of 


A bill for the relief of Reuben Colburn; 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Champlin and 
others, owner, &c., of the schooner Buflalo; 
| <A bill for the relief of Henry Darling; 

A bill granting pensions sacinenemae of pen- 
sions to persons therein named; 


- 


from the Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a | 


vas referred to the | 


| 
| 
{ 


A bill for the relief of Joseph M. Wormstead | 


and others; 


|| <A bill for the relief of Abicl Roads and others; 


A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Phillips and 
others; 
| A bill for the relief of Joseph W. Green and 
| others; 
| A bill for the relief of George Gott and others; 
A bill for the relief of Benjamin and Nancy 


| Merrill; 


| A bill for the relief of Joseph Gresham; 

| <A bill for the relief of William Bowman; 

A bill for the relief of citizens of the reserved 
| township, Monroe county, Indiana; 


|__A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & Co., 


A bill for the relief of Amy Wilson; 
A bill for the relief of Doxtator and Weaver; 


A bill for the relief of the reptesentatives of || 


| Thomas Haliday; 


, William Mitchell ; 


| Josias Thompson; 


A bill for the relief of Gilbert A. Smith and 
| others; 


A bill for the relief of Samuel W. Ruff; 


} 


} 
' 


A bill for the relief of the representatives of || mittee. 


j 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
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A bill for the relief of Daniel Smith; 
A bill for the relief of John Dement; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel 
Tyler, deceased; ; 
A bill to authorize the conveyance of certain 
lands belonging to the Territory of Michigan; 
and 
A bill to carry into effect the convention with 
Spain. 
SENATE BILLS. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice and committed: ; 

A bill to repeal parts of the acts to alter and 
amend the severalacts imposing duties onimports, 
approved July 14, 1832; 

A bill to authorize the East Florida Railroad 
Company to construct a railroad through the 
public lands in the Territory of Florida; and, 

A bill to authorize the Pensacola and Perdido 
Railroad and Canal Company to construct a rail- 


_road and cut a canal through the public lands, 


POST ROUTES. 


The amendment to the Senate to the joint res- 
olution of the Flouse, for the entablihsabs of 
certain post routes in Missouri, Arkansas, and 
Wisconsin, was concurred in. 


THOMAS P. ESKRIDGE. 

The House proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee of the Whole 
to the bill for the relief of Thomas P. Eskridge 
and Alvarez Fisk; and pending the same, 

The House, on motion by Mr. MANN, of New 
York, adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 4, 1836. 


Mr. PORTER presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Ropert Carrer Nicuo ras, elected a Sen- 
ator from the State of Louisiana to serve for six 

| years from the 4th of March last; which were 
read, 

| The usual oath to support the Constitution of 

| the United States was then administered to Mr. 
Nicuotas by the Vice President, andhe took his 
seat in the Senate. 


VACANCY FILLED. 


The CHAIR announced that he had, in pur- 
suance of the order of the Senate yesterday, ap- 
pointed Mr. Waker to fill the vacaney in the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, oeca- 
sioned by the resignation of Mr. Tyrer, but with 
the understanding that the member next to Mr. 
Tyrer in order on the committee shall be the 
chairman. ‘This was agreed to by general con- 
sent; and Mr. Kenr is, therefore, the chairman 


| of the committee. 


VACANCY IN FINANCE COMMITTEE. 
On motion by Mr. WEBSTER, it was 


Ordered, That the vacancy in the Committee on Finance, 
; occasioned by the resignation of Mr. Ty ver, be filled by the 
Chair. 


PETITIONS, MEMQ@RIALS, ETC. 
Mr. HENDRICKS pessoas the petition of 


| sundry citizeas of Michigan, praying for an ad- 
| ditional appropriation for the military road from 
Detroit; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Roads and Canals. “ 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the petition 
| of sundry citizens of Ohio, praying for an appro- 


| 
| 
' 
j 


A bill for the relief of William Woodward and | priation for building a bridge across the Ohio at 


| Wheeling; 


g; which was referred to the same coth- 


Mr. MORRIS presented the memorial of sundry 
inhabitants of Michigan, praying for the establish - 
| ment of sundry post routes; also, the memorial 
| of sundry citizens of the same Territory, praying 
for an appropriation for the improvement of the 


' 
' 


A bill for the relief of the legal representatives || harbor at the mouth of St. Joseph's; the first of 


| A bill for the relief of Clark Allen; 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the yeas || of Dr. Absalom Baird, deceased; 


15 


|| which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
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Office and Post Roads, and the latter to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


~ ee ee ee 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KNIGHT, from the Committee on Man- | 


ufactures, to which had been referred the pene 
of sundry citizens of Philadelphia and Ba 

made a report thereon; which, without a reading, 
was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, from the Committee on | 


the Public Lands, made an unfavorable report on 
the petition of Peter Moore, and on the petition 
of sundry citizens of Erie county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for a donation of public lands, on condi- 
uon of settling the same. 

Mr. E., from the same committee, also made 
n unfavorable report on the memorial of the 
Legislature of Alabama, asking for preémption 
rights for settlers on public lands who were de- 

»rived of their improvements in consequence of 
ndian reservations. 

Mr. E. said he had been instructed by the com- 
mittee to report against these preémption claims 
on the ground that, in the opinion of the commit- 
tee, the grant of preémption was a mere gratuity, 
and that the petitioners had no legal right what- 
ever to the lands they had been deprived of. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, freely admitted that 
the laws granting preémption rights gave mere 
gratuities, and that the individuals had no legal 
right to the land they had been deprived of; but 
the Government had, in a spirit of wise liberality, 
made grants to those individuals who had settled 
on, and improved the lands, educated their chil- 
dren, and added to the resources and population 
of agrowingcountry. These grants were general; 
and in pursuance of the Indian treaty the indi- 
viduals were deprived of their improvemeuts for 
the purpose of lation floating Indian reserva- 
tions. It was extremely hard that these individ- 
uals, after having made their improvements, and 
believed that they had secured to themselves a 
home, should be deprived of them by floating 
Indian reservations, of which they could not 
possibly have anticipated when they settled on 
their lands. He should move to lay the report 
on the table;and when it came up again he hoped 
he should be able to satisfy the Senate, that this 
wise gratuity of Congress towards these individ- 
uals should not be departed from because they 
had unfortunately come under the operation of 
circumstances which were unforeseen and unex- 
pected. 

lhe report was then laid on the table. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TIPTON, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced a bill 
supplementary to the act to provide for the ex- 
change of lands with the Indians residing in the 


several States and Territories, and for their re- | 


moval beyond the Mississippi. This bill was 


read the first time, and by general consent read | 


the second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


Mr. WEBSTER, on leave, introduced a bill 


read and referred. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, submitted the follow- |, 
ing resolution; which was considered and agreed | 


to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed | 


to inform the Senate what part of the whole expenditure 
under the head of the Indian department, from the com. 
mencement of the Government to the 30th September, 1855, 
as stated in his report to the Senate of the 25th of January 
last, was paid to the Indians for lands purchased of them 
by the United States. Also, that he transmit to the Senate 
a statement of the balance of public moneys in each of the 
deposit banks on the latest day to which he has received 
their accounts current. 


Mr. PRESTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resotved, That it is expedient, the States of Maryland 
and Virginia assenting thereto, to recede the District of 


Columbia to those States, with such reservations as may be : 


necessary for this Government. 


Mr. TOMLINSON submitted the following | 


resolution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of allowing to the widow of 
Captain Samuel Gibbs the amount which would have be- 
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during the time he was entitled to 
| for the relief of the surviving officers and soldiers of the |! 


timore, |! 


upan 





Revolution, if he had not relinquished his invalid pension 


for the purpose of being placed on the list of revolutionary | : : 
;| that would incur an expenditure of from ten to 


pensioners. 
EXPUNGING RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. BENTON remarked that he was under a | 


pledge to the American people to bring forward 
a motion for expunging from the Journals of the 
Senate certain resolutions which had passed that 
body. He had not made this motion up to the 
present time, because he thought it was a motion 
of-that character requiring the Senate to be full 
when it was made. The Senate was not entirely 
full; there was still a vacancy, but it would prob- 
ably be filled in the course of two weeks. He, 
therefore, thought proper now to give notice, 
(though he was not called on by any rule of the 
Senate to give such notice,) that, as soon as that 
vacancy was filled, he should bring forward his 
motion to expunge the resolutions he had referred 
to. 
BILLS PASSED. 


_ The following bil’s were severally read the third 
time and passed: 


The bill to repeal certain provisions in the act 


in alteration of the several acts imposing duties . 


on imports, approved 14th July, 1832; 

The bill to authorize the East Florida Railroad 
Company to construct a railroad through the 
lands of the United States, in the Territory of 
Florida; and 

The bill to authorize the Pensacolaand Perdido 
Railroad and Canal Company te construct a road, 
and cut a canal through the public lands. 


VESSELS IN THE MACKEREL FISHERY. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, the bill in addition 
to the act of the 24th May, 1828, entitled an act 


to authorize the licensing of ships and vessels to | 


be es pases in the mackerel fishery, was taken 
considered, and ordered to a third reading. 


THE CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


On motion by Mr. HENDRICKS, the Senate 


resumed the consideration of the bill for the com- 
pletion of the Cumberland road in the States of 


Ohio, Indiana, Llinois, and Missouri; and the | 


question was then taken on the first part of Mr. 
Ciay’s amendment, to strike out $320,000, the 
appropriation for the road in Ohio, and insert 


_ $200,000; and carried by the following vote: 


YEAS — Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Crittenden, 
Goldsborough, Hill, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Geor- 
gia, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Porter, 


| Prentiss, Preston, Switt, Tomlinson, Walker, and White 


—21. - 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Ewing of Iilinois, 


| Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, Hubbard, Linn, Me- | 
Kean, Morris, Niles, Robbins, Robinson, Shepley, Tall- 


madge, Tipton, Wall, Webster, and Wright—19. 


| Mr. HENDRICKS stated the effect of this vote. | 
| There was $182,000 appropriated last ets and | 
Centucky | 
{Mr. Cray] prevailed, it would reduce the appro- 

| priation now to a less amount than was appro- 
ee to the road in the State of Indiana at the || 
to allowa drawback on the exportation of cordage || 

manufactured from foreign hemp; which was twice | 


if the amendment of the Senator from 


ast session. 
Mr. KNIGHT, in voting, had went on the 
principle that $200,000 was as much as could be 


economically expended in one year; but, after | 
hearing the statement of the Senator from In- | 
| diana, [Mr. Henpricks,] he would change his 


vote. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, had not been in his 
place when this bill was up before. 
the sum of $200,000 an amount which was, if ex- 
vended as it ought to be, sufficient for one season. 
fe thought they ought to complete a part of the 


/ road as far as they went, and not leave any of 


it in an unfinished state, so that it might be trans- 
ferred to the States. With that view of the sub- 


ject he should vote for the reduction of the | 


amount appropriated to $200,000. 
Mr. CLAY could go for the $200,000, but not 


_ beyond it; and went into a detail of the several | 
amounts that had been appropriated and expended | 

onthe road. He had supposed the appropriation || 
If it |) 
| was to be macadamized with material to be hauled | 
|| some thirteen miles, the road from the Wabash | 
|, to the Mississippi would cost from ten to fifteen 
|| thousand dollars per mile. For one, he was not 


was to go to grading the road in Illinois. 


come due to her late husband, as an invalid pensioner i willing to put such an expenditure upon it. The 
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an annuity under the act | 


' Indiana. 
not so great as some gentlemen had imagined, as 


| porting the mails. 


He thought | 








____ March 4, 


, road from Maysville in Kentucky had cost onl 


at the rate of five thousand dollars per mile. He 
was opposed to commencing a system in Illinois 


fifteen thousand dollars per mile. He had an 


_amendment he intended to offer at some future 
_ stage of the bill. 


Mr. HENDRICKS went into an argument to 
show the advantages of a large appropriation over 
a small one. There was only about half the dis- 
tance to work upon the road in Ohio there was in 
The difficulty in procuring stone was 


there were gravel beds of considerable extent con- 
venient to the road. 

After some remarks from Mr. NILES, 

Mr. BENTON referred to some of the argu- 
ments used by him the other day to show that it 


_was really wasteful to make these small appro- 


priations. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said the road had cost 
more than it was really worth. He would prefer 
that a reasonable estimate should be made of the 


_eXpense necessary to complete it, and that _com- 


a should be incorporated by the State Legis- 
atures, through which it peered to make it, and 
that Congress should make an appropriation to 


‘| assist them in doing it. He had no doubt it would 
| cost less in that way. He adverted to the man- 
| ner in which it was pressed upon the Senate by 
| the members immediately interested. They would 
|| be glad in his State to have an appropriation even 


for their common roads. He was disposed to be 
liberal, but not lavish. He had no disposition to 
embarrass any of the new States. He lived in 
one himself. He would vote to limit the appro- 


| priation to $200,000. 


Mr. ROBINSON said the system of making 


| this road had been changed, and the expense of 


construction greatly reduced. He ventured to as- 


'sert there was no one place where stones would 
have to be drawn the distance of twenty-five 


miles. ‘There was one place where a bridge was 


| to be built, to which stones would be drawn thir- 
teen miles. 


| the road, and would feel sorry if measures should 


He spoke of the great importance of 


be taken to prevent its being macadamized. The 


| Government had induced people to believe it 
| would go on and make this road, in consequence 
| of which they had been induced to purchase the 
' Government lands at an advanced price, and not 


to go on with it would be doing injustice to them. 


| Its importance in a ReCeee pen of view would 


be enhanced by the increased expedition in trans- 


Mr. TIPTON said the argument founded on the 
scarcity of stone did not apply to Indiana, where 


|itwasabundant. The engineers, in theirestimate, 
_had reported that the greatest amount that could 
_ be advantageously expended in one season was 


$600,000, and the smallest, $350,000, which was 
in the bill. ‘They did {not ask a pledge to make 
it at the expense which the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Cray] had said it would cost, by 
hauling stone twenty-five miles. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, would ask the Sena- 


| tor from Indiana if this road did not pass through 
| an extensive prairie ? 


If it did, he well knew the 
difficulty and expense in making roads through 
them, and explained the nature of them at some 
length. A railroad would, in his opinion, through 


| that level country, answer a better purpose, and 
| cost less than a macadamized road, and he would 


prefer that it might be changed to a railroad. 
Mr. HENDRICKS said the remarks of the 


/ gentleman would apply to Illinois, but not to 
| Indiana. 


As the road had been graded, with a 
view to macadamizing it, the grading would have 
to be changed, and nearly all the expense of 


| grading that had been done would be lost. 


r 


The question was then taken on the second 
part of Mr. Cray’s amendment to strike out 


| $350,000 for the road in Indiana, and insert 


$100,000, and lost—yeas 22, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Black, Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Critten- 
den, Goldsborough, Hill, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Niles, Porter, 
Prentiss, Preston, Swift, Tomlinson, Walker, and White— 


| 22. 


NAYS —Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Davis, 
Ewing of Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, 


| Hubbard, Knight, Linn, McKean, Morris, Nicholas, Rob- 


bins, Robinson, Shepley, T: 


ster, and Wright—22. ere 
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ment: 


Provided, The expenditure of that portion of the appro- | 
priation to be made tn the State of Ilinois, shall be jimated | 
to the graduation and bridging of said road, and shall not | 
be construed as pledging Congress for future appropriations | 


for macadamizing said road. i 


He would add a single remark: If the object | 
was to make this a macadamized road, it would 
be cheaper to make both a railroad and macad- 
amized road—a railroad to transport the stone 
upon for the macadamized road. He hoped they 
would be content with the $200,000. 

Mr. ROBINSON answered the objection, that 
stone was scarce in Illinois. Portions of the 


country abounded there with limestone. He op- || 


osed the amendment offered by Mr. Cray. 
Mr. CLAY had hoped that an amendment so 


innocent in its character would not have been op- || 
If the amendment was not adopted, the | 


posed. 
Government would stand pledged to go on and 
macadamize the whole road. He hoped the amend- 
ment would be adopted, and demanded the yeas 
and nays. 


the question, Mr. Cray’s last amendment was 
carried—yeas 30, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Critten- 
den, Goldsborough, Hill, Kent, King of Alabama, King of || 


Georgia, Knight, Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Nau- 
dain, Nicholas, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 
Shepley, Swiit, ‘'allmadge, Toilinson, Walker, Wall, 
Webster, and White—30. 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, | 


Ewing of Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hendricks, 


Hubbard, Linn, Morris, Robinson, Tipton, and Wright—14. | 


Mr. BLACK moved to amend the bill by an || 


appropriation of $150,000 for the repair of the 
road from Chattahoochee to Coshocton, and from 
Mobile to New Orleans. 

Mr. B. contended that the road embraced in 
his amendment had as much of a national char- 
acter as the road through Ohio, Indiana, and Illi- 
nois. The transportation of the great southern 
mail was upon it. 


able to keep them in repair. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, thought there was 


meritin the amendment offered by the gentleman | 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Biack,] and if he would | 
offer it in a separate bill, he would be disposed to 
vote in favor of it. 

Mr. LINN did not wish to see the billclogged, 
to break it down by the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

ar, PORTER was not sure that his friend 
from Mississippi was serious in offering this 
amendment, but he was inclined to give it his | 
strenuous support, for there never was a meas- 
ure more imperiously called for. He thought it 
was of equal importance with the bill itself. Mr. 
P., in reply to Mr. Ewine, vindicated the expe- 


diency, as well as the constitutionality of the | 


amendment, and said he was anxious to have it 
tacked to so strong a measure as the great Cum- 
berland road, in order to secure it from the Presi- 
dent’s veto. He felt confident, though, that when 
the President came to examine into the matter, 


and saw that this road was as national even as 


the one from New York to Washington, that he | 
would give it his approval. He trusted that the | 
friends of the bill would not object to the amend- | 
ment. The claims of his section of the country | 
were so strong, and the injustice of refusing it so 
manifest, that he had every hope that gentle- | 
men, on a proper consideration, would give it | 
their support. 

Mr. N OORE was very glad that the amend- | 
ment had been introduced. He thought, so far | 
from clogging the bill, that it would render it more | 
palatable in some quarters, and only regretted that | 
the appropriation proposed had not been larger. 
Mr. M. then s eke of the difficulties in trans- | 
porting the mail; and suggested to the gentleman 
to modify the amendment, so as to make it read 
‘* for repairing and constructing the main post 
road leading from Washington to New Orleans.” 
This, by making the object more national, would 
go some way towards removing the objections to | 
it. 

Mr. BLACK accepted the suggestion, and mod- 
ified his motion by adding the words, ‘‘ being the 


| 





| tational appropriation. 


He hoped his amendment | 
would be agreed to. The population was so sparse | 
in places along these roads, that they were not | 
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Mr. CLAY then submitted the following amend- road on which the great southern mail is trans- 
| ported from Washington to New Orleans.”’ 
After some further remarks from Mr. MOORE, | 


Mr. BLACK did not offer the amendment with 
a view to clog the bill. 


the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Mississippi. He was not aware that he was 
going to offer it. No considerations of local in- 
terest could induce him to vote for an unconsti- 
He hoped the gentleman 
from Mississippi would withdraw the amend- 


ment, and not incumber the Cumberland road 


bill with it. 

Mr. TIPTON was not prepared for the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi; 
and although compelled to vote against it, yet if 
gentlemen coming from the southwest will pro- 


| pose to apply the two percent. fund of their States 
| to this object, he would make no objection to it. 


One objection to the amendment was, that they 


_ had no estimates, and knew not the length of the 
‘| road, or how it was to be constructed. He must 
The yeas and nays were ordered; andon taking | oppose this new proposition, coming in at this 

| late stage of an important bill. 
|| propose a bill for making the surveys, and he 
should vote for it, and when full information was || 
obtained, he had no doubt but the measure would || 
| pass on a proper application 


Let gentlemen 


Mr. BLACK observed, that the 


on which the mail had long been carried. It had 
been said that this project would expend ten mil- 
lions of dollars. This could not be so, for the 
two per cent. fund had Jong been expended. If 
this appropriation was to be made in Ohio and In- 
diana, and was constitutional, it certainly was not 
unconstitutional to make this road in the south- 
western States. It certainly was of fur greater 


| importance than any road contemplated in the 
| bill, and he was surprised at gentlemen’s opposi- | 


tion to it. 


After some remarks from Messrs. MORRIS, 
CRITTENDEN, and PORTER, 


On taking the question, Mr. Brack’s motion || 
' to amend was lost—yeas 6, nays 34, as follows: || 


YEAS—Messrs. Black, Clay, Crittenden, Goldsborough, 
Moore, and Porter—6. 


NAYS—Messrs. Renton, Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, | 


Cuthbert, Ewing of Illinois, Ewing of Ohio, Grundy, Hen- || YEAS—Messrs. Barton, Bean, Boon, Bouldin, Bovee, 


dricks, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, King of Alabama, King of 
Georgia, Knight, Leagh, Linn, MeKean, Morris, Nicholas, 
Niles, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggies, Shepley, Swift, Tall- 


| madge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Walker, Wall, Webster, White, 


and Wright—34. 


On motion by Mr. NAUDAIN, the bill was 


further amended by providing that the money 
appropriated for the completion of the road in the 


| States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, shall be 


expended for the completion of the greatest con- 
tinuous portion of such road possible, so that such 
finished parts shall be surrendered to said States 
respectively. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN then moved to amend the 
bill by striking out the words ‘to be repaid out 
of the fund reserved for making roads leading to 
said States.’’ 

After some further remarks from 
CRITTENDEN and NILES, 

The Senate adjourned over to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, March 5, 1836. 


The motion heretofore submitted by Mr. Ha- 
MER, to print ten thousand extra copies of the re- 
port and bill, fixing the northern boundary of the 
State of Ohio, and providing for the admission of 
Michigan into the Union, was taken up. 

Mr. HAMER modified his resolution by pro- 
osing to print the usual number of copies of the 
rief on the same subject, presented on behalf of 

the Ohio delegation. 


Messrs. 








Mr. VINTON suggested that the papers re- | 


ferred to in the brief be also printed. 
Mr. HAMER acquiesced in the suggestion, 
and modified his motion accordingly. 


Mr. RENCHER had no objection to printing | 


an extra number of the report and bill, but the 


number proposed he believed to be too large. | 


He thought it as proper | 
;a ig for it as to make it a separate bill. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, could not vote for | 


roposition | 
was barely for repairing a road already laid out, 


|| Granger, Grantland, Graves, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, 
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substituting five thousand for ten thousand copies; 
| which was agreed to, 

Mr. BEARDSLEY suggested that the brief 
| presented on behalf of Michigan, and the papers 
therein referred to, should also be printed. 

Mr. HAMER had no objection, and further 
modified his resolution, in accordance with the 
suggestion of the gentleman from New York. 

Some conversation took place between Messrs. 
MANN of New York, HAMER, PARKER, 
THOMAS, and GRENNELL, as tothe character 
and extent of the briefs, and the papers therein 
referred to, when the resolution was further 
amended by excepting such papers “as had been 
previously directed to be appended to the report 
of the Committee on the Falliciacy’ and thus 
amended, it was agreed to, 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION, 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the report of the Committee of Elections on the 
contested election from one of the districts of 

| North Carelina 

Mr. Harp, on a former day, made a motion, 
(which was modified on the suggestion of Mr. 
Mawn, of New York,) that the petitioner, David 
Newland, have leave toappear, and also to address 
the House on the subject of his petition. 

The question pending was the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Bynum, that the petitioner be per- 
mitted to appear by himself or be counsel, 

Mr. GRIFFIN called for the yeas and nays; 

| which were ordered. 

Mr. RENCHER wished to state one fact which 
| ought to induce the House to grant counsel; and 
_ that was, that the petitioner had the benefit of 
, counsel before the committee; and he could see 

no good reason why he should not be entitled to 
the same benefit on the floor of the House. He 
would vote for the motion that the petitioner be 
allowed counsel, because he had asked for it; and 
he would have granted the sitting member coun- 
sel if he had desired it. He agreed with his col- 
league [Mr. Bynum] that it more became them to 
| listen to the arguments of others than to engage 
in the discussion themselves. 

The question was then put on the motion that 
the petitioner be permitted to appear by counsel, 
and decided in the negative—yeas 67, nays 112; 
as follows: 


| Boyd, Brown, Buchanan, Bynum, Chapman, Nathaniel Hl. 
Claiborne, Cleveland, Connor, Corwin, Craig, Crane, Davis, 
Denny, Dickerson, Dickson, Farlin, French, William K. 
Fuller, Galbraith, Joseph Hall, Hannegan, Harper, Albert 
G. Harrison, Hawkins, Haynes, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
Hubley, Huntington, Jabez Jackson, Cave Johnson, Ken- 
non, Kilgore, Lansing, Thomas Lee, Job Mann, William 
; Mason, Mckay, Mckim, Mercer, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Muhlenberg, Page, Patterson, Phelps, Rencher, John Rey- 
nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Schenck, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Shinn, Sutherlapd, ‘Thomas, John Thomson, 
Turner, Vanderpoel, Ward, Wardwell, and Wecks~.67. 
NAYS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Anthony, Ash, Banks, 
Beaumont, Bell, Boekee, Bond, Borden, Briggs, Bunch, 
John Calhoon, Willian B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Camp 
bell Carr, Carter, Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, 
| Childs, Coffee, Coles, Cushman, Deberry, Doubleday, 
, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Effner, Evans, Everett, Fairfield, For- 
| rester, Fry, Philo ©. Fuiler, Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
| Haley, Hiland Hail, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Samuel 8. Har- 
| rison, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Hunt, 
| Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, William Jackson, Janes, 
| Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, Henry Johnson, Jobn W. 
Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kinnard, Lane, Lawier, Lawrence, 
| Lay, Gideon Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, 
Loyall, Abijah Mann, Martin, Moses Mason, Sampson 
| Mason, Maury, McCarty, McComas, McKeon, MeLene, 
| Miller, Morris, Owens, Parker, Parks, Patton, Phillips, 
| Potts, Reed, Robertson, Rogers, Russell, Shields, Sickles, 


|| Smith, Spangler, Standefer, Storer, Taliaterro, Taylor, 


| Towns, Underwood, Webster, Whittlesey, and Sherrod 
Williams—112. 


| Mr. BYNUM said he was in hopes that since 


| the House had, by the vote which it had justgiven, 
| refused the petitioner leave to be heard by coun- 
| sel, that it would act its principle out, and reject 
| the motion offered by the gentleman from New 


|| York [Mr. Harp] to allow the petitioner the 
| privilege to appear at the bar of the House, and 
i 


| to speak in his own defense, as it was a request 
| that the petitioner had not made. 

The vote which had just been taken was one 
to which he begged the liberty of the House to 
call the earnest atiention of every farmer, mechanic 
workingman, and tradesman inthis nation. It was 
one in which, in the sincerity of his heart, he be- 


He therefore moved to amend the proposition by |! lieved their most solemn rights as freemen had 
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been invaded and violated. For the first time it || pect of success. Had this been a new case, so 


was that ever a freeman and an American citizen 
had been refused the right or privilege to be heard 
in the Congress of the United States, the pro- 
fessed assemblage of the representatives of the only 
truly free nation on earth, in defense not only of 
his own rights and interest, which is involved in 


his seat on this floor, but in defense of the rights || 
and interest of forty-seven thousand four hundred | 


souls of the district whose Representative he 
claimed the right to be in that Tlouse. He was 
glad that some honorable geutleman had called 
for the yeas and nays on that question, as the 
farmers and workingmen of the country might see 
what they had a right to expect from their Rep- 
resentatives here. 


Here the Speaker called Mr. B. to order; and 


said it was not in order to speak on a subject that 
had been decided. 

Mr. BYNUM said he would submit, with great 
respect, to the correction of the Chair; but that, 
by the vote of the House, an act of injustice had 
been done the petitioner, and that it could not be 
repaired by the passage of the resolution of the 
gentleman from New York. He, as a freeman, 
and an American citizen, had been denied the 

rivilege of being heard by counsel in defense of 
Lis rights, and the rights of his constituents, on 
that floor; and he wished it to be marked and 
well noted by that class of citizens of this coun- 
try who were not lawyers, and who were not 
professed speech-makers. Sir, (said Mr. B.,) the 
act of injustice done to that portion of the com- 
munity is gross, and violative of every spirit of 
freedom; the decision that has been made is in 
the very face of every precedent that has ever 
occurred in this House. 
being fraught with the grossest injustice towards 


every petitioner that may hereafter come before | 


this [louse, who is nota lawyer by profession, 
or a hackneyed public speaker. Surely gentle- 
men have not considered the consequences of the 


vote that has just been given; the vital rights of 


the great class of farmers and workingmen that it 


s0 seriously affects; the great advantage that it | 


must give to the lawyers over every other class 
of men that have not been bred to speech-mak- 
ing. Can that class of the community who are 
not of the legal profession, sanction so enormous 
a breach of their dearest rights in a place where 
they should be so tenaciously guarded? Sir, the 
working class of society cannot look with indif- 
ference at this act. He hoped their attention 
would be called to it in every section of the coun- 
try; the denial of the privilege to be heard by 
counsel was against the uniform practice of the 
House in every case where it had been asked, 
since the formation of the Government until the 
present time. ‘There had not been a single in- 
stance where it had ever been before refused, and 
he thought the House assumed an awful respons- 
ibility in setting aside the precedent at this late 
day of the Republic, in opposition to a practice 
so long acquiesced in. It was against the spirit 
and genius of the Constituton. 

Mr. B. said the case operated with peculiar 
hardship on the presentoceasion, The petitioner 
was nO public speaker, and did not ask to be 
heard, except by counsel, and the House had 
made a most singular decision, that he should not 
be heard by counsel, and was about to decide 
that he should or might be heard by himself, 
Now, this is what the petitioner did not ask. He 
is no debater, and is, comparatively, a perfect 
stranger in this House; and no man could do 
himself justice that was a stranger, however 
much he might be accustomed to public speak- 
ing, who might in his first attempt undertake to 
address this House; but for one unaccustomed to 
public speaking to attempt it, it was utterly im- 
possible that he could do it with that composure 
and deliberation that was necessary in the dis- 
cussion of a great legal or constitutional question. 
Yet, by the vote of the House, it had decided 


that the petitioner, however illy competent to | 
address it, was to be forced to attempt it, to the | 


exposure of himself, and the great prejudice to 


his claim, and to the interest of all others inter- | 


ested in the decision. 
advantage to the lawyers over every other class, 
No man in future might think of contesting a 
seat here who was not a Jawyer, with any pros- 


| ting member. 


| with peculiar hardship on the petitioner. 


| of different kinds, an 


I protest against it as || 
' not'.ing to expect from that quarter. 


| New York, and so does the petitioner. 


|| against the House? 
course as being most unjustifiable. 


| in person or by counsel? 


| kind, 


_ strong. were the reasons to his mind, he should, 
| without the least hesitation, have granted coun- | 


sel, if desired by either the petitioner or the sit- 
Such had been the constant and 
uniform practice of the House, which he had 
taken pains to ascertain; and it certainly offered 


| the strongest reasons at this time against devia- 
| ting from a precedent so long held sacred, and 


founded, in his judgment, in the strictest policy 
and propriety. But he had said it had operated 
The 
sitting member had been a member near three 
years of this ILouse, a lawyer of eminence, who 
had formed many acquaintances and connections 
had had an opportunity, 
both in private and in public, of placing in pos- 
session of the strongest points of his case most 


| of those with whom he had formed an acquaint- 
; ance during this time; he had also made two 
| lengthy arguments to the House, while the peti- 


tioner was excluded from the House both in him- 
self and in counsel. Was such a couse not cal- 


| culated to bias the House in his favor, and give 


their prepossessions in the justness of his claim? 
It certainly appeared so to him. 

But the gentleman from New York has moved 
to permit the petitioner on the floor with the priv- 
ilege to speak in his own defense. Sir, the gen- 
tleman from New York represents the minority of 
the committee that was opposed to the claia: of 
the petitioner, The petitioner will ask nothing at 
the hands of those who are opposed to him: he 
is old enough to know what danger there has ever 
been found in the gifts of an enemy. The peti- 
tioner has notasked this from the gentleman from 
New York—the petitioner is aware that he has 
Sir, I think 
I see through the design of the gentleman from 
That 
gentleman thinks, no doubt, if his resolution is 
adopted, that it will supersede the resolution 
offered by the majority of the committee, who 
were friendly to the claims of the petitioner. Sir, 
is this not, by indirection, an attempt of mon- 
strous injustice toward the petitioner, who has 
already had the strongest cause of complaint 
He certainly viewed sucha 


Again, sir, has not evidence been presented, 


and ordered to be printedand laid on the desk of 


each member of this House, in favor of the sitting 
member, which was taken after the committee 
had decided they would receive no more evidence, 
which nobody was here to object to—the peti- 
tioner not being represented on the floor, either 
Can such a course be 
compatible with any principle of justice or equity? 

Sur, (said Mr. B.,) Iam not a little astonished 
at the course it is manifest that the House is dis- 
posed to take already on this subject, and I hope 
that the decision it has this day made against 
the rights and interests of a certain class of the 
community may long be remembered, and not 
overlooked by them at a future day. The res- 
olution that the House was about to adopt had 
come from one hostile to the pretensions of the 


petitioner, and was, he was authorized to say, 
entirely gratuitous; and he viewed it as being 
| wholly delusive, and, if adopted, could afford no 
| substantial relief to the petitioner, and he thought 


it unnecessary to adopt it with any view of the 
It would be adding insult to injury. He 
had asked for one thing; you will, by the adoption 
of the gratuitous resolution of the member from 


New York, with his known hostility towards the - 


petitioner, have given him another.* 





* Book of Contested Elections in Congress. 


1789. The cases to which Mr. Bynum had referred in his | 


former remarks was case the second, of the New Jersey 
members, page 42. 

On motion by Mr. Lucy, that the parties appear, and be 
heard by their counsel before the House, 

Mr. Livermore said, I have no objection that couyse 


should be heard upon the merits of the principal question. | 
Mr. Maprson thought it would be proper to hear counsel. | 


Mr. Pace. If the jurisdiction of the House was ques- 


| tioned, the parties had an indubitable right to be heard by | 
| counsel, and he hoped no gentleman would refuse the | 
Pa |, people of the United States a privilege of this important | 
It was giving too greatan | 


nature, which had always been enjoyed by the subjects of 
Great Britain. 


Mr. Stone had no objection to admitting a limited num- 
ber, if it was required. 


1792. Page 49.—In case 11, Jackson vs, Wayne, from ' 





———————— 








Mr. HARDIN said the motion was, that the 
petitioner have leave to appear and to address 
the House; but if that gentleman did not choose 
to avail himself of the privilege there was no 
harm done. The resolution was not mandator 

that the petitioner shall come and speak, but that 
he have leave if he choose to do so. If, how- 
ever, the gentleman did not avail himself of the 
privilege, he expected the members of the House 
would do him ample and impartial justice. They 
were to decide the case partly as members of the 
House, and partly in the character of a court of 
adjudication, and it was to be settled by the evi- 
dence which every member had on his table, 
The resolution proposed to give the petitioner a 
seat on that floor; but if that gentleman says he 
will not avail himself of those rights because the 
House would not give him more, let him do so, 
3ut the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bynum] had said that, because the House had 
negatived the motion to grant the petitioner coun- 
sel, it ought not to pass the resolution granting 
him a seat. The House (Mr. H. said) ought 
still to pass the resolution, and if the petitioner 
did not avail himself of the privilege it was his 
own look-out. He had paad ahnlgltie amend- 
ment granting counsel, and should do so again. 
When a man spoke on that floor on great consti- 
tutional questions, he wanted him to speak asa 
member of that House, impressed with the high 
responsibility which rested upon him. It had 
not been from any disposition not to hear the 
counsel the gentleman might produce; he would 
be willing to hear everything that could throw 
light on the matter; but he could not consent to 





| have the time of the House consumed by the 


arguments of a lawyer. In relation to the motion 
coming from the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. H{arp,] he thought it was perfectly correct. 
Was that gentleman an enemy of the petitioner? 
He believed not? Was he an opponent of the 
etitioner? He believed he wasnot. The mem- 
Sens of the committee might have made up their 
minds that one was entitled to the seat, and an- 
other was not, but he was far from believing that 
either of them were opponents of the petitioner 
or of the sitting member. He would vote for the 
resolution, and then it would be optional with the 
petitioner to take his seat or not. 

Mr. HARD said he wished to make a few re- 
marks in explanation. If he understood the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Bynum] 
correctly, he had said the motion came froma 
quarter unfriendly to the petitioner. He did not 
know what the gentleman from North Carolina 
considered a want of friendship in the members 
of the committee towards the petitioner, but he 
trusted, so far as he was concerned, and so faras 
he had acted, and in the course he intended to 
pursue, that he would not be governed by party, 
ut by Bente. He had been induced to bring 
the motion before the House at the instance 
and request of an honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia; and if they were to judge from votes, that 
gentleman was the political friend of the peti- 
tioner. It was argued by that gentleman and 
others, that the sitting member had the privilege 
of making statements to the House, which the 
petitioner himself was better qualified to answer 
thanany other individual, It was also urged by 
some of the petitioner’s friends, that it was the 
duty of the committee to bring forward the motion. 
He had consulted both the members of the ma- 
jority and minority of the committee, and he had 
to say to the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Bynum,] that he disclaimed all unfriendly 


| feelings towards the petitioner. 








Georgia, it was postponed to the 27th of February, and on 
that day it was further continued, on the suggestion of the 
sitting member, to the 10th of March, on which day leave 
was granted to the sitting member to be heard by his coun- 
sel at the bar of the House. 

1804. Page 1299.—Case 20. Moore vs. Lewis, from Vir- 
ginia. March 1, 1804, the committee was discharged, and 
resolved that the memorialist and the sitting member shall, 
if they desire it, be heard by counsel before the bar of the 
House. 

Mr. Moore appeared at the bar, and spoke in favor of 
his memorial, claiming the seat of Major Lewis. 

Mr. Jones, the counsel of Major Lewis, then spoke in 
favor of his right to his seat. 

Mr. Bynum also referred to the case in the British Par- 
liament of John Luttrel, petitioner, vs. Sir Abraham Hume 
and William Joliff, when both the sitting member and peti- 
tioner were heard by counsel, 
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Mr. FRY, of Pennsylvania, said he was among 
those who had voted against the petitioner being 











heard upon this floor by counsel, and he should | 


also vote against his being heard in person; and 
he had done so under the fullest conviction that the 
House were amply competent, and that the 
House would do the claim of the petitioner ample 
justice upon the final action of the House upon 
the subject. ; 

Sir, we have notonly the report of the standing 
Committee of Elections, but we have a double re- 
yort—a minority report upon the subject; and 
what member of this House would hazard the 
opinion, that the reports did not embrace all the 
facts in the case? And if they do, do we wanta 
lawyer to read and expound that report to the 
House? Does the House want a lawyer to dis- 
tort the evidence? L have full confidence in the 
ability of the committee who have made the re- 

ort to do justice to the contending parties; and 
tn their reports, | want the opinion or ad- 
vice of no lawyer to tell me what that report is, 
and whether it does justice or injustice to either 
of the parties. 

I cannot see, if this petitioner is entitled to be 
heard upon this foor, wliy every person who has 
a claim is not entitled to be heard by counsel. | 
cannot make a distinction between claimants. 
Precedents have been referred to. I make prece- 
dents the rule of my conduct only so far as i con- 
sider them good and sound. I make precedents 
the rule of my conduct no further than | approve 
of them. I said I voted against allowing the pe- 
titioner to be heard by counsel upon this floor, 
and [repeatit, because | believed the House amply 
competent, and I cannot doubt but that the House 


will do him fall justice; and I was sorry to hear | 


the insinuation of the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, that a disposition 
vote of the House to do the petitioner injustice. 
I have troubled the House with these few 
observations in justification of the vote | gave 
upon the amendment, and in justification of the 
vote I should give upon the proposition of the 


gentleman from New York; and with these ob- | 


servations I dismiss the subject. 
Mr. ADAMS said he felt some embarrassment 


on the present occasion as to thecourse he ought | 


to pursue. It had happened that he was absent 
when the yeas and nays were taken, and he had 
not had an opportunity of recording his vote. It 
had not been his intention to enter into the present 
question at all; and he sliould have been satisfied 
by an opportunity of voting, which would have 


the petitioner. He would have done so, because 
he conceived it to be the right of a citizen of the 
United States, sent there by forty thousand voters, 
or claiming to be sent by them. He should have 
considered it as one of the rights of the petitioner 
and of his constituents to be heard by counsel, 
if he had thought proper to ask it. It was the 
only principle an which he could be placed onan 


equality with his competitor, because no one was | 


capable of speaking for himself in such a case. 
What was the result? Go into a court of justice, 


and see on one side one of the first lawyers of 


the land, and on the othera man who had nothing 
but the justice of his cause to sustain him: let the 
judges and jurors be as honest and capable as 
they might be, and, nine times out of ten, the suit 
would be decided in favor of the man who had 
the great lawyer. To deny counsel was to take 
away the equality which should be given to the 
petitioner. 

Mr. BOON rose to a point of order. He did 
not think the gentleman in order in reflecting on 
the decision of House. 


Mr. ADAMS resumed. It had not been his inten- 
tion to trouble the House with any remarks; but | 
he wished to give his reason for voting against || 
resent {| 
motion was a substitute for the one which the | 
It was now pro- | 


the motion then before the IZouse. The 
House had refused to grant. 
posed that the petitioner should be admitted on 
the floor of the House, and that he should have 


ermission of the House to use a faculty which || 
Now, it | 
seemed to him, if that principle was established, | 
the question might be asked, have the people the | 
right to send a man to Congress who was not a | 
profound lawyer; a man who might be good in |: 


is friends said he did not possess. 


| counsel, but had not the faculty of speaking? The 


vas manifested by the | 


' to recommit the bill to the Committee on the 


| tive; the second branch of the motion fell, asa | Finance, to which had been referred the bill 
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right of the member was the right of his constit- 
uents, and he did not know of any law which | 


| required thata member of Congress should be a 


public speaker. That was a matter for their con- 
stituents to determine for themselves. And every 
gentleman knew full well that there were many 
members of that [louse who had not the peculiar 
faculty of speaking, but who were as useful 
members as any others in the House. But were 
gentlemen going to admit the petitioner, who was 
no lawyer himself, to plead his own cause, when” 
his friends have told them that he was not capable 
of pleading it? and that, too, when his competitor 
was'a debater equal to almost any gentlemaa on 
that floor? The proposition was fallacious. It 
had the appearance of placing the petitioner on an 
equality with his competitor, and at the same time 
amounted to nothing atall. It was a refusal of 
his rights, together with the pretension of grant- 
ing him his rights. So far as a resolution went, 
taking it abstractly, he should vote for it, for the 
House had declined what he belicved to have 
been the petitioner’s rights; but he found the peti- 
tioner’s friends were not willing to accept of it; and 
therefore he labored under some embarrassment, 
and he should rather be inclined to vote against 
the resolution. Gentlemen might consider it a 
sort of indemnity for what they had refused the 
petitioner; and it would be so, were it not for the 
fact that it was absolutely a delusive privilege; 
and it was better to say atonce that he should 
not have aseat, and submit his case to the justice 
of the House. He begged not to be suspected of 
entertaining any hostile feelings tewards either of 
thegendemen. He hadahigh regard for the sitting 
member, and of his competitor he knew nothing. 
Not bei.¢ in the House to record his vote on the 
subject, he had taken the opportunity of giving 
the rcasons why he should voie against the prop- 
osition to allow the gentleman to plead his own 
cause, Which he considered a delusive appearance 
of justice, and no reality. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY called for the orders of 
the day, but withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. HAMER, who, by consent of the House, 
moved a reconsideration of the vote of this morn- 
ing on the resolution directing extra copies of the 
report on the Ohio and Michigan boundary ques- 
tion, &e., to be printed, as he wished to move to | 
strike out that part directing the printing of the 
briefs. Mr. H. said, that by a conversation 
with some members of the Judiciary Committee, 


i he had ascertained that under the resolution, as 
been in favor of admitting counsel on the part of | 


adopted, there was ne document or brief that 
could be printed on behalf of Michigan. To print 
one on behalf of Ohio, under such circumstances, 
might seem like taking an advantage of Michigan. 
This Ohio did not want; and he desired a recon- 
sideration for the purpose of striking out all that 
part of the resolution which related to the print- 
ing of briefs on either side. 

‘The House reconsidered the vote. Mr. H. 
modified the resolution as proposed, and it was 


then adoptid. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the relief of Thomas P. Eskridge and 
Alvarez Fisk. 

An amendment having been proposed by Mr. 
PARKER, it was opposed by Messrs. LIN- 
COLN and SEVIER, and advocated by the | 
mover; when 

Mr. PARKER varied his motion, by proposing 
ublic || 
Lands, with instructions. 

After some further remarks by Messrs. SE- | 
VIER, BOON, VINTON, PARKER, MASON |) 
of Virginia, LINCOLN, WHITTLESEY, and | 
KENNON, 1] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, called | 
for a division of the question; and it was first || 
put upon committing, and decided in the nega- || 


matter of course. 
The amendment of Mr. Parker to strike out || 
the allowance of interest was then disagreed to, || 


and the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a | 
third time. 


A joint resolution for the relief of Benedict 1 


Alford was amended on motion by Mr. WARD.- |! 
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| WELL, by adding a provision for the relief of 


Robert Brush; and, after some debate, the further 
consideration of the resolution was postponed 
until Friday next. 

Mr. DAVIS moved an adjournment. 

Mr. PHILO C. FULLER asked for the yeas 
and nays on the motion; which were not ordered. 

The question on the adjournment was taken by 
tellers—ayes 82, noes 61; and at 3 o’clock, p. m., 
the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, March 7, 1836. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Navy Department, transmitting a statement of 
the contracts made by the Navy Commissioners 
for the last vear. 

Mr. BROWN presented the petition of the rep- 
resentatives of General James Moore, deceased, 
praying remuneration for the revolutionary ser- 
vices of the deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the petition and 
papers of the heirs of the late Lord Sterling were 


| referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 
John Gardner, praying remuneration for horses 
lost in the service of the United State during the 
last war; which was referred to the Comniittee 
on Claims. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented the petition 
of the heirs of William Ramsay; which was re- 
ferred tothe Committee on tt dei, hal 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Ransom Mix; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENTON presented the memorial of sun- 
dry expatriated Poles, praying that the sale of 
public lands, heretofore made them, may be 
changed into a donation; and that a like provis- 
ion may be made for others of their countrymen 
who have lately arrived in this country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WALL presented three petitions—one 
from sundry citizens of New Jersey, and two 
from certain inhabitants of the town of Cape 
May—praying for the erection of stone piers at 


| the point of Cape May Island; which were re- 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. KENT submitted the following resolution; 
which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
into the expediency of giving to the District of Columbia a 


| Delegate on the floor of the House of Representatives, and 


thereby place them on an equal footing with the other Ter 
ritories of the United States. 


Mr. CALHOUN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Pendleton, South Carolina, 
by Clarkesville, to Dayton, Georgia. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency and justice of granting a 
pension to Leslie Combs, of Kentucky. 

Mr. CLAY submitted the following 
which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senate the total amount expended 
in constructing and repairing the Cumberland road, (in 


cluding bridging,) and distinguishing the sums expended 
east of Wheeling, and in the three States of Ohio, Indiana, 


resolution; 


| and [llinois; and that he also communicate to the Senate 


the total amount of the two per cent. fund which, by the 
compacts with the States of Ohio, Indiana, Lilinois, and 
Missouri, respectively, was reserved, and of the net pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands, for making roads or 


| canals leading to those several States, distinguishing be- 


tween the amounts of that fund which have accrued in each 
of those States. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on 


authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer a 
part of the appropriations made for the suppres- 
sion of hostilities in Florida to the credit of sub- 
sistence, and the bill prescribing the mode of paying 
the pensions heretofore allowed by Congress, re- 
ported the first without amendment, and the latter 
with an amendment. 
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Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which had been referred the petition of Noah 
Brown and others, reported a bill for their relief; 


which was read and ordered to a second reading. | 


Mr. N., from the seme committee, reported un- 
favorably on the petition of Thomas Mullens. 


On motion “3 Mr. PRENTISS, the Committee | 
on Public Lands was discharged from the further | 


consideration of the petition of the Mad river and 
Lake Erie Canal Company. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which had been referred the 
petition of the executors of James O’Hara, late 
of Pittsburg, reported a bill for his relief; which 
was read, and, 


On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, and by 


unanimous consent, the bill was read the second | 


time, and ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred the peti- 
tion of Ebenezer Spalding, reported a bill for his 


relief; which was read and ordered to a second | 


reading. 
RBPORT FROM THE TREASURY. 

The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Treasury Department, containing a statement of 
the expenditures under contracts for the year 1935, 
for light-houses, for expenditures out of the ma- 
rine-hospital fund, and for miscellaneous expen- 


ses; Which, on motion by Mr. Davis, was ordered 
to be printed, 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, moved to take up the 
bill to distribute, for a limited time, the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands; which motion 
was lost—ayes 13, noes 22. 


MACKEREL FISHERY. 


The bill in addition to the act of the 24th May, | 
1828, providing for the licensing of vessels to be 
employed in the mackerel fisheries, was read the | 2 ¢ J A c 
| South Carolina, [Mr. Preston.] He believed, if | 


third time and passed. 


THE QUAKER MEMORIAL. 


The special order was then taken up, being the 
Laneaster | 


memorial of the Society of Friends o 
county, Pennsylvania, on the suject of the aboli- 
tion of slavery in the District of Columbia. 


floor) first addressed the Senate on the pending 
question, giving the reasons which would induce 


him to vote against the reception of the memorial. | 
In the course of his observations he declared that | 
he did not share in the apprehension felt by some | 
gentlemen, that the spirit of abolition would |. 


dangerously increase and spread to any great 
extend throughout the country; and he expressed 
the strongest reliance on the influences which 
were powerfully operating in quelling this spirit. 
He viewed it as one of foreign origin, caught by 


contagion from Europe. Mr. C, drew a compari- | 


son between the state of society and the state of 
slavery as it existed in the British West Indies 
aed io the emancipating laws of the British 
Parliament, and the condition, as it respected 
both, of the slaveholding States; showing that 


from the absence of those moral influences which | 
jritish islands, and of | 
that dependence and state of subjection in which | 
they stood towards the mother country, the de- | 


injuriously affected the 
signs of the Abolitionists could never be carried 
into effect here. 


ure, and because he had been able to see no 
constitutional objection to such acourse. The 


clause of the Constitution requiring that the | 


ances, would be in nowise abridged, for these 
memorialists had petitioned, and had had a full 
hearing, 

Mr, C. showed that this question, which had 
already produced such an excitement in the south- 


manded that Congress should never legislate on 


this subject with regard to the District of Colum- | 


bia; and that any attempt to rig | their legislation 
further into the States would le 
fearful and ruinous consequences. 


|! a remote danger that the initia of these Aboli- | Columbia, but that it was their bounden duty todo 


_ tionists, if not put a stop to, might produce mis- | 


| naticism. 
Mr. CUTHBERT (who was entitled to the | was against the fanatics. 


_ ject had heretofore been received, without objec- 


| question, 





| again. 
Hie would vote against the re- | 
ception of these memorials as the strongest meas- | 


| citement had, in some measure, been 


As there was ! 
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chiefs that he, t ough he did not pretend to infal- 
libility, did not anticipate, he urged his friends, 
who came from that section of country whence 
these memorials sprung, to aid in putting them 
down while they were yet powerless. 


Mr. BROWN dwelt at some length upon the | 
exciting effect of exciting speeches, If asouthern || 
planter had by chance entered the Capitol when 

, the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 


Preston] was addressing the Senate, he would 
have supposed a direct proposition to abolish 
slavery throughout the Union had been made. 
Before Congress met southern feelings had been 
greatly tranquilized, but had changed since this 
exciting discussion had taken place. He intro- 
duced, by way of similitude, the effect of the panic 
discussion, The honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont (Mr. Swirr] had omitted, in his statement 


_ the other day on this subject, to mention the rejec- 
tion of abolition resolutions by the Legislature of || 


that State. He regretted the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Preston] had confined 
himself to evidence furnished by the Abolitionists 


in opposition to other and better evidence of public | 
sentiment in the North, and also that he had con- | 


nected it with a political party. 

Mr. PRESTON disclaimed any intention of 
reflecting upon any political party. 

Mr. BROWN continued: He adverted to the 


/attempt in certain public prints mf aes to the 
Administration to give it a political bearing. He | 
thought it did not comport with the dignity of | 

| Senators to quote from these libelous abolition 

| publications, ard embody them in their speeches, | 
to be distributed throughout the country, and j) 
especially the South. He thought they only gave |, 


dignity and importance to the abolition cause by 
noticing their libels. He did not believe the 
whole Christian world was against the South, as 
had been represented by the gentleman from 


an attempt was made to invade the southern 


States, the North would rally to their aid, and | 


the whole Christian sympathies of the northern 
States would impel them to the rescue. He drew 
a line of distinction between Christianity and fa- 
In the South the spirit of Christianity 
Petitions on this sub- 


tion or discussion, from the southern Representa- 
tives, and were even referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and it was strange that 
some of the southern gentlemen should be so 
suddenly aroused to a sense of their dignity. It 
had, however, been represented that abolitionism 
was growing to an alarming extent; but he was 
satisfied that the accounts were exaggerated. He 


| had taken great pains to satisfy himself on that 


oint. <A portion of the southern members had 
wen charged with dividing the South on this 
Those of the South who acted with 
him were pursuing the course invariably pursued 
by the South, and, if a division was created, it 
was by those who varied from that course. 


Mr. SWIFT observed, that as the remarks he || 


had made some days since, on the subject of the 
spirit of abolition in the State of Vermont, had not 
been understood, and had been in some manner 


existence before. He had received information 
of the formation of five or six societies in his 
neighborhood. He believed, with the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Brown,] that the ex- 
roduced 


by the discussion here; but he would tell the 


| gentleman that his speech, if circulated in his 
ern States, should never be touched in Congress; || 


that policy, justice, and good faith, as well as | 
the obligations imposed by the Constitation, de- | 


country, (Vermont,) would add very much to 
that excitement. ‘To call respectable members 


| of these societies vile incendiaries, fanatics, and 
apply to them other such violent epithets, would 
_ be little calculated to soothe their feelings. He 
_ believed that a great majority of the people of 
ad to the most || 


_ to say he was worse than a free negro. 


| their masters. 

















ee 


so. As to the resolutions referred to by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, [Mr. Brown,] which 
were introduced into the Legislature of Vermont 
declarative of the propriety of abolishing slaver , 
in the District, and which were rejected, he thought 


that such rejection did not express the true state 


of sentiment in the Legislature; for they were 
rejected more on the ground of expediency than 
from any opinion that the resolutions were im- 
proper in their tendency. The opinion in Vir- 
mont, that Congress not only had the power, but 


that it‘ought to abolish slavery in this District, 
| was very prevalentin Vermont; and this opinion 
_ was not confined to the lower classes of society, 
| but prevailed among the wealthy ,the well informed 
and influential. 


Mr. HUBBARD thought the gentlemen of the 
South were alarmed unnecessarily. They would 
be satisfied, before Congress adjourned, with the 
sufficiency of the moral power in the North to 
keep the spirit of abolition in check. If meas- 
ures should be taken to set at large the six thou- 
sand slaves in the District of Columbia, it would 
not have the effect intended; for the slaveholders 
would, before the law would go into force, sell 
their slaves to the slaveholders in Mississippi, 
or some other slaveholding State. If Congress 
should do all the petitioners asked, it would not 
make one slave less in the Union. It would 
make the District an asylum for all the runaway 
negroes and free blacks in the Union. 

He would be sorry to see the blacks compet- 
ing with the free white laborer of the North. To 
abolish slavery in the District would be produc- 


| tive of great mischief. He would adopt the very 


strongest measures that could be taken to prevent 
it. The condition of the blacks in the South was 
better than the free blacks inthe North. He was 


| in Virginia on one occasion, and it was common 


then for slaveholders, in speaking of a bad slave, 
He spoke 
of the affectionate relations between slaves and 
He had received a pictorial rep- 
resentation of slavery in the South, which was 
a gross misrepresentation. He would go for 
the motion of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Catnoun,] if he thought it the better 
way to put down the cause of the Abolitionists. 


| He did not, however, think it was; and went into 
| an argument at some length, involving the right 


of petitioning, to show that it was not the better 
way to accomplish the object. He thought well 
of the proposition of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

The most effectual way, however, was to take 
their petition, and say to them ‘* We cannot grant 


'| your request, as it would putin jeopardy the peace 


and tranquillity of thecountry.*’ He believed the 
sentiments of the Senate were unanimous against 
abolitionism. ‘The measure calculated to make 


| the strongest impression on the public mind was 
| the best. 


His State (New Hampshire) was 


sound. If the Senate, with unanimity, voted for 


| the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


[Mr. Bucnanay] it would satisfy the North, and 
he thought it ought to satisfy the South. 
Mr. GRUNDY expressed a wish to address 


| the Senate on the subject before taking the ques- 
' tion: and, as the hour was late, the Senate went 
| misrepresented, he would repeat his statement || 
He had said that, as regarded the section || 
of the State from whence he came, prior to his | 
leaving home, abolition was very little thought | 
| of there, and but little said on the subject; but he | 
had lately received the information that several | 


Q | abolition societies had sprung up, which had no 
people should not be prevented from peaceably | 
assembling and petitioning for a redress of griev- | 


into the consideration of executive business; after 
which it 
Adjourned. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Mownpavy, March 7, 1836. 


The CHAIR announced the unfinished busi- 
tition day first in order to be the 


motion of Mr. Patton to suspend the rule of the 


_ House, for the purpose of enabling him to submit 
/a motion for leave to withdraw the joint resolu- 
|| tions of the General Assembly of the State of 


Virginia (presented by him) on the subject of the 


abolition of slavery. 


Mr. PATTON called for the re and nays on 


| his motion; which were ordere 


Mr. ADAMS moved to lay the motion to sus- 
pend the rule on the table. 
On this motion Mr. MORGAN asked for the 


Vermont thought that Congress not only had || yeas and nays, which were ordered; and were as 
the power to abolish slavery in the District of |) follows: 





V) eee 


_ et oe os eet ot Oo, 


1836. 





YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, | 


Anthony, Bailey, Barton, Bean, Beardsley, Borden, Briggs, 
Brown, Carr, Casey, George Chambers, Corwin, Craig, 
Cramer, Crane, Cushman, Denny, Effner, Evans, Farlin, 
Philo C. Fuller, Gaibraith, Gillet, Graves, Grennell, Joseph 
Hall, Hiland Hall, Hard, Harlan, Samuel 3. Harrison, Haw- | 
kins, Hazeltine, Meister, Hoar, Howell, Hubley, Hunting- | 
tou, William Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, Kin- 
nard, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Lincoln, Job | 
Mann, William Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, | 
McKennan, McKim, MeLene, Miller, Milligan, Montgom- | 
ery, Morris, Mublenberg, Page, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. 
Pearce, Potts, Reed, Kencher, Joseph Reynolds, Russell, 
William B. Shepard, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Storer, Talia- 
ferro, John Thomson, Toucey, Underwood, Whittlesey, and 
Williams—80. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ash, Beale, Beaumont, Bell, Bockee, 
Bond, Boyd, Buchanan, Bynum, John Caihoon, William b. 
Calhoun, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carter, Johi Chambers, 
Chaney, Childs, Claiborne, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Con- 
nor, Davis, Deberry, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromygoole, Dun- 
lap, Everett, Fairtield, Forester, Frenci, Fry, James Gar- 
land, Glascock, Graham, Granger, Grayson, Griffin, Haley, 
Hardin, Albert G. Harrison, Hayues, Henderson, Hopkin , 
Howard, Hunt, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jack 
son, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, John W. Jones, Lawler, 
Luke Lea, Leonard, Loyall, Lyon, Martin, Maury, Me- 
Comas, McKeon, Mercer, Morgan, Owens, Parker, Patton, 
Phelps, Phillips, Pickens, Roane, Robertson, Shields, 
Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Towus, Turner, Turrill, Van- 
derpoel, and Ward—83. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Patton’s 
motion to suspend the rules for the purpose stated ; 
and decided in the negative by yeas and nays; as | 
follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Ash, Bailey, Beaic, Beaumont, Bell, 
Boyd, Buchanan, Byuum, Jobn Calhoon, Caimbreleng, 
Campbell, Carter, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland, 
Coffee, Coles, Counor, Darlington, Davis, Deberry, Dickson, 
Doubleday, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Everett, Fairfield, For 
ester, Fry, James Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, Gran- 
ger, Graves, Grayson, Grithn, Haley, Hamer, Albert G. Har- 
rison, Haynes, [lolsey, Hopkins, Hunt, Huntington, Hunts- 
man, Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jeniier, Joseph | 
Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, John W. Jones, Lawler, 
Lay, Joshua Lec, Thomas Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Loyall, | 
Lyon, Martin, Maury, McComas, Mcikim, Mercer, Morgan, | 
Muhlenberg, Owens, Parker, Patton, PearcwePhillips, Pick- 
ens, John Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, 
William B. Shepard, Augustine Hl. Siepperd, Shields, 
Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Taliaferro, ‘towns, Turner, 
Turrill, Washington, and Wise—89. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Banks, Barton, Bean, Beardsiey, Bond, Boon, 
Borden, B 


Cushing, Cushman, Denny, Dickerson, Effner, Evans, | 
Farlin, French, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Gillet, | 
Grennell, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Hannegan, Hard, Har- 
din, Harlan, Samuel 8S. Harrison, Hawkins, Hazeltine, 
Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Hubley, William Jack- 
son, Janes, Jarvis, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kinnard, 
Lane, Lansing, L 


Mason, May, Mc 
omery, Moore, Morris, Page, Parks, Patterson, Phelps, 
Yotts, Reed, Rencher, Joseph Reynolds, Russeli, Shinn, 

Sickles, Slade, Smith, Storer, Taylor, John Thomson, T'ou- 

ecy, Underwood, Vanderpoel, Wardwell, Webster, Weeks, 

White, Whittlesey, aud Sherrod Williams—96. 


Mr. SPANGLER (who voted in the majority) | 
moved to reconsider the vote respecting the mo- | 


tion made by Mr. Bynum, to allow Mr. Newland 


to appear before the House by counsel, on the 
subject of his petition for a seat in the place of 
Mr. Granam, of North Carolina. 

The motion to reconsider was received and laid | 
over. 


The motion heretofore made by Mr. Hester, | 
to reconsider the vote referring to the Committee | 
on Roads and Canals the memorial of the New 


|, commit; and that motion was the pening one. 
| 

or a | poned till Monday next, as his co 
Mann, Job Manin, Willian hasse, Moses Masses, Sinipeen || CLARE) Wee unavoidably absont; which was ae- 


ennan, McLane, Miller, Milligan, Mont- || corded, and the motion was agreed to. 


] 
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ence to the Committee on Roads and Canals, 
because I then thought that the subject legiti- | 
mately belonged to that committee. I still en- | 
tertain the same opinion. 

I doubt, Mr. Speaker, whether there is a gen- 


public “ip ay nen of the country than the chair- | 
man of the Committee on Roads and Canals; or 
who understands better what is due from the | 
Government to the laborers employed on the pub- | 
lic works; and Iam sure there are none more will- | 
ing than he and his associates of the commiitee | 
to do what is expedient and right in reference to 
the subject-matter of the petition. For these con- 
siderations, I shall myself vote against the recon- 
sideration. 

Mr. EVANS moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table; which was agreed to. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY. 

The hour of one o’clock having arrived, 

The CHAIR announced the special order, being 
the appropriation bills. 

Mr. BOYD moved to suspend the rule for the | 
purpose of considering the report of the Commit- 
tee of Elections on the contested election from 
North Carolina. | 

Mr. GRAYSON moved to amend the motion 
by suspending the rules, for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding with the reception and disposition of peti- | 
tions; which was agreed to. 

PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 
Mr. CLARK presented the memorial of a pub- 


| lic meeting of sundry citizens of Dauphin county, | 
|| Pennsylvania, held at Harrisburg, praying Con- 


gress to make an appropriation for the purpose 
of removing to the coast of Africa free negroes 
and manuauitted slaves; and thatif, in the opinion 
of Congress, the Constitution should not author- | 


|| ize the appropriation, such measures may be 


taken to procure an amendment of that instrument 

as may be calculated to insure the objects of the | 

memorialists. 
Mr. C. moved that the memorial be referred to | 


riggs, Brown, William B. Calhoun, Casey, George || select committee and printed. 


Chambers, John Chambers, Childs, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, || 


Mr. PATTON moved to lay the memorial on 
the table, together with the motion to print and 


Mr. DENNY asked the general consent of the 
House to move that the whole yon it be 
league 


Mr. 


Petitions and memorials were then presented b 
Messrs. EVANS, SMITH, MASON, FAIR- | 


Messrs. PHILLIPS, CUSHING, ADAMS, | 


JACKSON, BORDEN, and REED, of Massa- || on’s line, it was decidedly in favor of rejecting all 


chusetts; 

Mr. PEARCE of Rhode Island; 

Mr. TOUCEY of Connecticut; 

Mr. ALLEN of Vermont; 

Messrs. P. C. FULLER, WARDWELL, 
GILLET, LANSING, TURRILL, BROWN, | 


RUSSEL, CAMBRELENG, HARD, HAZEL- | 


| 
’ || ‘TINE, CHILDS, and LEE, of New York; 
NEW YORK TRADES’ UNION. | 


{Mr. Warpwe .t presented several memorials, 
asking for an appropriation for the improve- 


| creek, in Mexico Bay, on Lake Ontario; also, a 


sag property on Staten Is re of 
| New York, be referred to the Committee of Ways 


ment of the harbor at the mouth of Big Sandy || 


— 


Mr. Harp presented the following: three peti- 





| tions of inhabitants of Niagara and Orleans coun- 


ties, in the State of NewYork, praying the estab- 
lishment of a mail route from Youngstown, in Nia- 


|| gara county, through Wilson, Kempville, Somer- 
tleman on this floor more conversant with the |! 


set, Yates, East and West Carlton, to Garius, in 


| the county of Orleans; four petitions from inhabit- 


ants in the counties of Erie and Niagara, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Lockport, 
Niagara county, to Akson, in Erie county; pro- 
ceedings of a public meeting of inhabitants of 
Orleans county, on the subject of memorializing 
Congress for an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a harbor at the mouth of Oak Orchard 
creck, on Lake Ontario. 

Mr. Russevt presented a petition of Charles 


| Hatch and others, of the county of Essex, in the 


State of New York, praying an appropriation for 
the construction of a military ae from White- 
hall to Plattsburgh, in said State; and, also, pray- 
ing an appropriation for improving the navigation 
of Lake Champlain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce and the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, with instructions that the 
Committee on Roads and Canals inquire into the 
expediency of making an apropriation for con- 
structing a military or public road on the west 
side of Lake Champlain, upon the most direct 
route from Whitehall, in the county of Wash- 


| ington, to Plattsburgh, in the county of Clinton, 


in the State of New York. 

Mr. Gineon Lee moved that the document- 
now on the files of the House relative to the erec- 
tion of an additional public store, a sea-walls 
breakwater, and other improvements on the 

ety in the 


and Means; which motion was adopted. 
Mr. Givron Ler presented the petition of 


George Innes, praying for compensation for ser- 


vice performed by him in the collection of the 
revenue; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce 4 
Messrs. BANKS, MUHLENBERG, ANTHO- 
NY, BUCHANAN, and BEAUMONT, of Penn- 
sylvania. 
[Mr. Brcuanan presented a memorial adopted 


/ata meeting at Connellsville, of a large and re- 


| spectable number of the citizens of 
ost- | 


Fayette 
county, Pennsylvania, on the subject of the abo - 
lition of slavery in the District of Columbia. He 
observed, the memorial had been in his posses- 
sion for some time, but he was prevented from 
presenting it before this time on account of per- 
sonal indisposition. He further stated that, what 
might appear extraordinary in a paper of this 
kind, coming from the north of Mason and Dix- 


petitions on the subject coming from any quarter 
without the bounds of the District, and contained 
some cogent arguments in favor of that position. } 

Messrs. TURNER, HOWARD, McKIM, anc 
JENIFER, of Maryland. 

{Mr. Turner presented the memorial of a large 
and respectable portion of the citizens of Harford 
county, Maryland, praying that an appropriation 
may be made for removing obstructions at or near 
the head of the bay below the port of Havre De 
Grace, and causing the channel to be deepened. 
Mr. T. said: Mr. Speaker, the substance of this 


York Trades’ Union, in reference to the hours 
of labor required by the superintendence of the 
public works, was taken up. 


|| memorial for an appropriation for the improve- 
‘| ment of the harbor at Cape Vincent, county of 
|| Jefierson, New York; also, for an appropriation | magnitude and importance of its object are such 
Mr. HEISTER said, that in explanation of | for the erection of a light-house on Stony Point, || as redound to the credit of the memorialists, The 
the vote he intended to give on the motion now | in the county of Jefferson. | enterprise is one which, if carried into effect, wil! 
pending, he thought it proper to state, that he | _Mr. Gitzer presented the petition of Andrew || do much to promote the interest, not only of the 
made the motion at the solicitation of an honor- | McCollum, praying indemnity for losses sus- | citizens of Havre De Grace and its vicinity, but 
able member of the House, as an act of courtesy | tained during the last war; also, the petition of 


_ memorial is of such a character, that it speaks 
for itself; but I cannot forbear saying that the 


in order that he might again have the vote of the | 
House on the reference he desired. | 
When, on Monday last, that gentleman pre- | 
sented the memorial in question, and asked its | 
reference to a select committee, apprehending that | 
if it was so referred a report would probably be | 
made calculated to foster and encourage the 
agrarian and leveling spirit which, in my opin- 
ion, is already too prevalent in the country, I, in | 
order to arrest in its incipiency what I believed | 
to be an evil, moved to lay the petition on the | 
table. This motion having failed, and the gen- | 
tleman’s motion also failing, I voted for its refer- | 


to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Moore, | 





‘| Mr. Cuitps 


Amos W. 
back pay as a Canadian volunteer. Mr. Gutter 
| also presented the resolutions of the Legislature 
of the State of New York, instructing the Sena- 
| tors from that State to vote for expunging the 
_ resolution of the Senate, condemning the See 
| dent of the United States for removing the pub- 
lic deposits; which resolutions mentale on the 
| table, and ordered to be printed. 

resented a memorial praying for 
| the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the 
| District of Columbia, signed by 1,557 persons, 
inhabitants of the county of Meansee, State of 
i New York. 


Brown, praying the payment of his | 


—————— 
aS 


ee 


of the citizens of the great States of Pennsylvania 
and New York, by creating an export market 
immediately at the mouth of this magnificent 
river, where all the great mass of produce that 
descends the Sunenahaanes for hundreds of miles 
from the interior of a rich and fertile countr 
abounding in wealth must concentrate, and ulti- 
mately make the town of Havre De Grace what 
it ought to have been years ago. I therefore move 
that the memorial be referred, without reading, 
to the Committee on Commerce, under a full 
assurance that they will give it that due consid- 
eration that its importance demands. 

Messrs. JOHN Y. MASON, LOYALL, TAL- 
IAFERRO, and MERCER, of Virginia. 
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Mr. ROBERTSON asked the consent of the 
House to submit the following resolution: 
Resolved, Thatthe Committee for the District of Colum- 





the said District back to the States of 
land respectively ; and to report specially— 


| 


1. The prominent objections, if any, to the validity of 


such cession. 

2. The advantages or disadvantages likely to result from 
this measure (if adopted) to the said States,to the District 
itself and its inhabitants, or to the United States. 

3. ‘The reservations and provicions that should accom- 
pany euch cession, with a view to the permanent continu- 
ance of the seat of Government in the said District, the en- 
tire protection and preservation of the property of the 


United States therein, and the attainment of such other | 


objects os the commitice may deem necessary and proper 
to guard the rights and interests of all; and that the said 
committec have power to send for persons and papers. 


Objection being made, Mr. Ropertson moved | 
to suspend the rules, in order to enable him to 


submit his resolution, 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. BOULDIN said, as the question was an 


important one and the TLouse was thin, he would | 


move a call of the House. 


The motion was negatived—ayes 40, noes 68. | 


No quorum voting, Mr. WHITTLESEY re- 


newed the motion for a call of the House; which 


was ordered, 


After proceeding some time, on motion by Mr. 


VANDERPOEL, the further proceedings under 
the call were suspended, 
The question was then taken on suspending 


nays 114; as follows: 


VY EAS— Messrs. Beale, Beaumont, Bell, Bouldin, Bunch, 
Jon Calhoon, Cambreleng, Campbell, Carter, Chapman, 
Childs, Nathaniel [. Claiborne, Coffee, Connor, Corwin, 
Craig, Cramer, Davis, Doubleday, Fairfieli, Forester, Philo 
©. Fuller, James Garland, Rice Garland, Glascock, Gray- 
son, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Haunegan, Albert G. Harrison, 
Holsey, Hopkins, Huatsman, Henry Johnson, John W. 
Jones, Lawler, Lay, Luke Lea, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah 
Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, 


McComas, McKeon, Moore, Owens, Page, Parker, Patton, | 


| 


 inois. 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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| 





a asked to be placed on the invalid pension i 
ist. 
Ae. DICKSON, of Mississippi; 


bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of ceding || 
irginia and Mary- 


Messrs. CASEY, MAY, and REYNOLDS, of 

[Mr. May presented a petition of sundry in- 
habitants of the State of Illinois, for the estab- 
lishment of a post route from Macomb to Rock 
Island. 

Mr. Reywotps presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Morrison, of Kaskaskia, Illinois, praying 
a for rations furnished the troops of the 

nited States Army in 1816 and 1817; also, the 

‘tition of Daniel Malone, of Randolph county, 

llinois, praying relief for a mistake in the entry | 
of a tract of land. | 

Mr. Casey presented various petitions for mail 
routes in Illinois; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office’ and Post Roads; 
also, the petition of sundry ciuzens of the south- 
eastern counties of Illinois, bordering upon the 
Ohio and Wabash rivers, praying the establish- 
ment of a hospital at Shawneetown, in the State 
of Illinois. On his motion it was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. } 

Messrs. LYON and LAWLER, of Alabama; 

Messrs. HARRISON and ASHLEY, of Mis- 
sourl; 

Mr. JONES, of Michigan; 

{ Mr. Jones presented a petition of the inhab- 
itants of Rost river and Wisconsin city, praying 


the establishment of a post route from Rost river, 
the rules; and decided in the negative—yeas 71, | 


Pickens, Reneher, Joseph Reynolds, Kipley, Rd&ne, Robert- | 


son, Rogers, Russell, Shields, Standefer, Steele, Taliaterro, 
Thomas, Turner, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Lewis Wil- 


liams, and Wise—71. 
| 


NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Allen, Ash, Ashley, | 
Banks, Barton, Beardsicy, Bond, Boon, Borden, Briggs, | 
Brown, Buchanan, Bynum, William B. Calhoun, Carr, | 
Casey, George Chambers, John Chambers, Chaney, Cleve- | 
land, Coles, Cushing, Cushman, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, | 
Dunlap, Effner, Evans, Everett, Farlin, French, Fry, Wil- | 


liam K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Granger, Graves, Grennell, | | 


Haley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hawkins, | 
Hazeltine, Henderson, Hoar, Howard, Howell, Hubley. 


Hunt, Huntington, Ingersoil, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, || 


Janes, Jarvis, Jenifer, Joseph Jounson, Cave Johnson, 
Benjamin Jones, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, 


sane suns swrence, Gide see oshius ee, || ¢ i. : : : 
Lane, fansing, Lawrence, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lec _ from Dahlonega, in Lumpkin county, via Harnageville, in 


Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Logan, Love, Job Mann, 


William Mason, Sampcon Mason, May, MeCarty, MeKen- || i, Cass county. 4. A route from Dahlonega, in Lumpkin 


nan, McKim, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Morris, Muhlenberg, 
Parks, Paticrson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Potts, Reed, 
John Reynolds, Schenck, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, 


Sickles, Slade, Sloane, Sinith, Spangler, Storer, Suther- || 


Jand, Taylor, John Thomeon, 'Toucey, Underwood, Van- | 
derpoel, Vinton, Washington, Weeks, Whittlesey, and 
Sherrod Williams—il4. | 

Petitions and memorials were then further pre- | 
sented by 

Mr. CONNOR, of North Carolina; 

Messrs. PICKENS and GRAYSON, of South | 
Carolina; 

Messrs. COFFEE and GLASCOCK, of Geor- | 

12; 

g Messrs. UNDERWOOD and ALLAN, of | 
Rentucky; 

Messrs. DUNLAP, STANDEFER and CAR- 
TER, of Tennessee; 

Messrs. WHITTLESEY, HAMER, PAT- 


TERSON, SPANGLER, JONES, MASON, and | 


CRANE, of Ohio. a 
{[Mr. Hamer presented the petition of Josiah 
Curtis, praying for a pension on account of a 


wouud received in the service of the United | 


States.) 


Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; | 


Messrs. LANE, DAVIS, BOON, HANNE- 
GAN, and CARR, of Indiana. 

{Mr. Hanneean presented a petition for a post 
route and stages from Indianapolis, by Frankfort, 


Delphi, Monticello, and through the counties of 
Jasper, Poster, and Laporte, to Michigan city; 


which was referred to the Commitice on the Post | 


i} 


Office und Post Roads. } 


| it was 
. | ' 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims || 

be instructed to inquire into the expediency of sv amending || 


| officers of the Revolution of the Virginia State line, so as to | 


| Pittsburg. 


by Wisconsin city, to Carsville, Michigan Ter- 
ritory; also, the petition of John Bell, of Belle- 
vieu district, Bergen county, Michigan Territory. ] 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida. 

{Mr. Stave presented memorials, praying for 
the abolition of slavery and the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia, from 487 females, and 19 
male citizens of the State of Vermont; from 548 
females, and 274 male citizens of Dover, in the 
State of New Hampshire; and from 66 females, 


and 54 male citizens of Derry, in the same State; | 


which were referred to the committee appointed 


under the resolutions offered by Mr. Pinckney, of || 


South Carolina. ] 
On motion by Mr. CLEVELAND, it was 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
establishing the following post routes in the State of Geor- 
gia: 1, A route from Villarica, in Carroll county, via Pauld- 
ing Court-house, Pauiding county, Rome, in Floyd county, | 
to Walker Court-house, in Walker county. 2, A route from 
Clayton, in Rabon county, via Blaifsvilie,in Union county, 
Eliejay, in Gilmer county, Spring Place, in Murray county, 
to Waiker Court-house, in Walker county. 3. A route | 


Cherokee county, Canton, in Cherokee county, to Cassville, 





county, to Biairsville,in Union county. 5. A route trom 
Canton, in Cherokee county, cia Lebanon, Marietta, in 


Cobb county, Paulding Court-house, in Paulding county, to || 
Cedar Town, Pauldingcounty. 6. A route from Dablonega, |! 


in Lumpkin county, via Cumming, in Forsyth county, Ma- | 
rietta, in Cobb county, Sweet Water Town, in Cobb county, | 
to Campbellton, in Campbell county. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution, | 
which was considered and agreed to: | 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- 
mit to this House a copy of the report of Howard Stans- | 
berry, made upon certain surveys (had during the past 
summer) for roads and canals in Indiana. 


On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, 


the aci of July 5, 1832, in relation to the half pay of the | 


embrace claims of commutation, or five years’ full pay, in | 
lieu of half pay ; and to provide for the refunding of such | 
sums of money advanced by the State of Virginia in satis- | 
faction of claims for half pay; also to provide for the 
adjustment and satisfaction of such judgments as may | 


hereafter be recovered against the State of Virginia for such 
claims. | 


On motion by Mr. DENNY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and || 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Johnstown, via Legonia, to 


On motion by Mr. CRAIG, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions | 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of increasing the | 


On motion by Mr. ROGERS, it was 


| pension of William Matheny, of Virginia. 
} 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 


| 
| 

establishing a mail route from Tuskuga, by way of Tailas- 
| 





cee 


establishing a post route from the Fishdam post office, on 
Broad river, in Union district, to Pinckneyville, in the same 
district. Also, into the expediency of establishing a post 
route from Draytonsville, by the Lime-stone springs, Smith 
Lipscomb’s, Rowland’s store, and the Roliing Rill, to Spar- 
tanburgh Court-house, in South Carolina. 


On motion by Mr. MANN, of New York, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inguire into the expediency of 
establishing a post road from Herkimer to Utica, on the 
south side of the Mohawk river, by the villages of Mohawk, 
German Fiatts, and Frankiort, in the State of New York, 


On motion by Mr. MANN, of New York, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing by law tor the purchase or construction of suit- 
able fire proof buildings, tor the use of the principal dis- 
tributing post ofiices in the several large cities of the United 
States. 

On motion by Mr. HOPKINS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following post routes, viz: From Wythe 
Court-house, Virginia, via the house of James H. Piper, 
Esq., tothe Blue Springs, Sinyth county, Virginia; from 
Bickley’s Mills, in the county of Russell, via Osbornesford, 
to Pendicton post office, ia the county of Scott; from 
Broadtord post office, in the county of Smyth, via Cox’s 
store, to Sharon post office, in the county of Wythe ; and 
of extending a post route from the Laurel post office, in the 
county of Washington, to the house of Captain Levi Bishop, 
in the county of Smyth. 


On motion by Mr. SPANGLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Publie Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law for refunding to James Brewer, of Tuscarawas county, 
Ohio, the sum of one hundred dollars, by him-herctofore 

| paid to the United States tor the west half of the southwest 
quarter of section No. 14, in township No. 8, range No. 3, 


| mnilitary, in the Zanesville district. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Ohio, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from the town of Minerva, in Stark 

| county, Obio, by the way of Franklin, Mount Union, Wil- 
liamsport, Lexington, Mahoning post office, and Lima, to 
Atwater, in the county of Portage, Onio. 


On motion by Mr. BOON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| establishing a post road from Leavenworth, in Crawtord 
| county, by Mount Prospect, in said county, to Jasper, in 
| Dubois county. 


| On motion by Mr. STORER, it was 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 

| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of allowing to 

| Elijah Borden the arrears of pay as a revolutionary soldier, 
froin the 25th day of September, 1820, when he was stricken 
from the pension roll, until the 19th day of January, 1832, 
when his name was restored to the roll. 


On motion by Mr. LAY, it was 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
, instructed to inquire into the expediency of granting a pen- 
sion to Sylvester Tiffany. 


| On motion by Mr. MAY, it was 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Claims inquire into the 
| expediency of compensating James Robison for a horse 
lost in the service of the United States during the late Indian 
disturbances in Iinois. 


On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reviving and 
continuing in force for a further period the laws lately in 
| force providing for placing persons wounded in the service 
of the United States during the revolutionary war, on the 
, invalid pension roll. 


On motion by Mr. LAWLER, it was 
| _ Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


‘| Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing a mail route from Jacksonville, by way of Tal- 
edega, Mardisville, Lafayette, and Casseton, in Alabama, 
to Columbus, Georgia; that the same committee be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing.a 
mail route from Wetumpka, by way of Tallassee and Cas- 
seton, in Alabama, to West Point, Georgia ; that the same 
committee be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


see, Oakfuska, Shropshins, and Spragginsville, to Mardis- 
ville, in Alabama. 


On motion by Mr. LYON, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of amending the 
act of Congress, passed on the of May, 1828, entitled 
| * An aet for the relief of the purchasers of the public lands 

that have reverted for the non-payment of the purchase 

money ;”’ and the act on the same subject, passed in June 

1832, 60 as to enable the heirs or legal representatives of 

deceased persons to draw scrip on ail forieited land stock 
remaining in the name of such deceased saat upon the 
heirs or legal representatives of such deceased persons 
giving a refunding bond, to be aperored of by the register 
of the Land Office, in double the amount of the scrip 
| issued, and under such other restriction as may be thought 


Mr. Davis presented the petition of David || Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of |} proper and necessary, in ail cases where the uriginal cer- 











oun oe, 


1836. 











destroyed. 
On motion by Mr. FRY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency of placing 
the name of Robert McShane, of Fayette county, Pennsy!- 
vania, upon the roll of pensioners, under the act of June 7, 
1832, granting pensions to officers and soldiers of the revo- 
jutionary War. 


On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, 
it was 

Resolwed, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of allowing to the 
heirs of Captain Nathan Faris, and to the heirs of Major 
Robert Powell, the pay that they were entitled toas officers 
of the Revolution, and for any other military services ren- 
dered by the said Capiain Nathan Faris and Major Robert 
Powell. 


On motion by Mr. DUNLAP, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 


THE 


ee 
tificates, given to such deceased persons, have been lost or | 
| 





™ ~ ope 

Mr. LEIGH presented the petition of the heirs | 
of General William Campbell; which was re- 
ferred to the Commitiee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. TOMLINSON, the report 
of the Secretary of the Navy, on the subject of 


| the harbor of Bridgeport, was referred to the 


Sommittee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


| ~printed. 


THE PENNSYLVANIA QUAKERS MEMORIAL. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 


_the memorial of the Society of Friends of Lan- 
caster county, Pennsylvania, on the subject of 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of paying Col- | 


onel Clement McDaniel, of Shelby county, Tennessee, for 
his services as an officer in the revolutionary war. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Resoived, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a post road trom Waynesborough, Tennessee, by 
David Galiaber’s and Pin Hook, in Wayne county, in said 
State, to the Brick House in Hardin county, in said State, 
on the stage road from Savannah, Tennessee, to Floreiace, 
Alabama. 

On motion by Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resoived, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing a post route from Harrisonburg, in the parish 
of Catahovia, by Deer creek and the Bayou Macon, to Lake 


bia. 
Mr. GRUNDY observed that he did not intend 


to go into a full examination of the subject. Elis 


| design was barely to express his opinions upon 
the different topics that had been discussed, and 


| assign some of the reasons upon which those | 


|, sustained by the Senate. 
| to prevent debate or discussion, and he still en- 


Providence, in the parish of Carroll, in the State of Louisi- | 


ana. 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
communicate to this House such information as may be in 
his possession in relation to the different sites or location of 
iron ore fit fer casting military and naval ordnance; and 
also his opinion and views on the policy and expediency 
of instituting asurvey of the different sections of the United 
States, to ascertain the loeation or sites of such iron ore fit 
for such purposes. 


was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making appro- 
priations for the surveys of the following rivers, preparatory 
to the improvement thereof for the purposes of navigation, 
to wit: the Mississippi river at the rapids of the Des Moine, 
and the rapids at Rock Island; the Des Moine river, from 
its mouth to the head of the rapids thereof; of the Skuuak 
river, from its mouth to the mills of Jones & Co.; of the 
lowa river, fron: its mouth to the western boundary of the 
purchase of 1832; of the Rock river, from its mouth to the 
mouth of the Picketonica; of the Picketonica, from its 
mouth to the forks thereof; of the Wisconsin and Fox rivers 
to the portage of the two rivers. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of extending the pro- 
Visions of an act entitled “An act to authorize the inhabitants 
of the State of Louisiana to enter the back lands,’ approved 
on the loth of June, 1832, for the term of one year from the 
15th of June next; and into the expediency of modifying 
the said act so as to authorize those claimants who may not 
be abie to obtain the quantity of land embraced in their 
front tracts, by reason of bends in the water courses, bor- 
dering on their said front tracts, or from other cause, to lo- 
cate the quantity of land of which they may be so deprived 
po other lands of the United States, in the vicinity of those 
claims. 


On motion by Mr. LAY, the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvuerspay, March 8, 1836. 
The CHAIR communicated a report from the 


Treasury Department, transmitting, in compli- | 


opinions were founded. At the commencement 
of the present session of Congress, it was his 
impression that no discussion on the subject 
ought to take place, and he had acted under that | 
impression, and had accordingly, when the first | 
petition for the abolition of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was presented by the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Ewive,} he (Mr. G.) had 
moved to lay it on the table; which motion was 
His intention then was 


tertained the opinion that, had that course of 
proceeding been acquiesced in by other Senators, 
it would have been the wisest and most prudent | 
course that could have been pursued. fe was 
aware that great excitement had existed during 
the last summer in the slaveholding States; but 
so strong and emphatic had been the language 


' and conduct of the citizens of the non-slavehold- 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Michigan, it 


ing States, that all danger and apprehension of 
danger seemed to him to have been dissipated, 
and the effect of a discussion here could only be 
to excite thee Abolitionists to further action, and 
produce alarm in the slaveholding States. 

The citizens of Boston, New York, Utica, Al- 
bany, Philadelphia, and all the principal cities to | 
the East, as well as the cities of the West, in the 
non-slaveholding States, had come forward and 
placed themselves 4n opposition to the mad | 
schemes of the Abolitionists. Mr. G. was of | 
opinion that they had manifested such a disposi- | 
tion to prevent injury to the slaveholding States, 
as to afford a sufficient guarantee that they would 
discharge all the duties and obligations which 
they owed to the citizens of the slave States. 


| Shortly after the commencement of the session, 


a discussion, contrary to his wishes, had com- 


_menced and been carried on; and it was therefore 
_ proper that he should depart from his original 
| determination, and participate in a debate which 


had been introduced and persevered in by others. 
But he should studiously avoid increasing that 


_ excitement which this debate had produced, either 


here or elsewhere. So far as was practicable, | 
he would avoid irritating either members here or | 
those not entitled to a seat on this floor. The | 
people of the United States enjoy more liberty | 


| and prosperity than any other people on earth. | 
All the benefits possessed by them have grown || 
| up under the Constitution and form of Govern- 


| : . 
ment under which they live. 


ance with the resolution of the Senate, a state- | 


ment prepared by the Treasurer, of the balances 
in the deposit banks. 


Also, a report from the same Department, | 
transmitting statements of the affairs of the de- | 


posit banks up to the Ist of February last. 


Mr. CLAY presented a memorial from a com- | 


mittee of managers of the marine hospital at 
Louisville, Kentucky, praying for aid from Con- 
gress for that and other institutions of a similar 
character on the westcrn waters; and after a few 
remarks from Messrs. CLAY, DAVIS, BEN- 
TON ¥, and PORTER, the memorial was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


I 
1 
} 


| 


| the non-slaveholding States should, in violation 


Any act which will 
endanger the Government or Constitution should | 
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sible tamely to submit to ut. The citizens of the 
slaveholding States, therefore, intreat those of 
the non-slaveholding States to step forward and 
put down this spirit of abolition, before it pro- 
duces the ruin of this Government. Mr. G,. re- 
marked, that, while speaking thus freely and 
frankly, he did not wish to be understood as 
chiding them for not having done their daty. 
He had seen with pleasure—he had rejoiced and 
exulted at the evidence which had’ been af> 
forded by the citizens of every non-slaveholding 
State during the last fall, of their determination 
to discharge their duty to the citizens of the 
slaveholding States by putting down, by all 
means in their power, every effort that might be 
made by mistaken or misguided men aan this 
subject. They had manifested a soundness of 
public opinion, and a determination to preserve 
the union of the States and the rights of citizens 
as enjoined by the Constitution of the goumiry: 
Mr. G. admitted that the duty which had already 
been performed and still to be performed by them, 
was a hard and unpleasant one. ‘These Aboli- 
tionists reside among them. They are their 
neighbors—still they, and they only, have the 
power to put down that spirit which endangers 
the prosperity and safety of the slaveholding 
States. The Abolitionists are amongst them, 
There they have to be met. There the battle has 
to be fought. They are beyond our reach. Ifa 
straggler comes amongst us propagating his in- 
surrectionary and incendiary doctrines, he is sent 
away with an admonition which will prevent his 
return. This is done in defense of ourselves. 
No other way is known by which the mischief, 
growing out of this plan ot abolition, can be pre- 
vented. Therefore, as we have no power to 
reach these Abolitionists, as we cannot prevent 
their incendiary publications, we ask our brethren 
of the North and East to persevere in their etlorts 
in putting down the labors of these men, which 
must terminate, unless they are arrested, in the 
destruction of ourselves and families. Ifa man, 
whether madman, fanatic, or worse than either, 
shall be seen approaching a neighbor’s house 
with a lighted torch to consume it, ought not all 
good men to arrest him and prevent the mischief? 


It therefore seems (said Mr. G.) that too much is 


not asked, when we say to our friends at the 
North that itis their duty to adopt such means as 


| will prevent the threatened danger. 


Congress can do little on this subject. It may, 
and it is hoped will, prevent the circulation of 
these incendiary publications, and pictorial renee 
sentations, through the medium of the public 
mails; but still there are other means by which 
they can be circulated. That this Government, 
designed for the protection of the States and their 
citizens, does not possess a competent power to 
prevent the circulation of these publications 
through the mail, is an opinion which I cannot 
entertain. That it does possess this power he 
hoped to be able to demonstrate whenever the 
bill upon that subject came up for consideration. 
It seems to be yielded, that the States possess the 
entire control over the subject of slavery within 
their respective limits. Dut it is insisted that 
Congress ought to interfere and abolish slavery 
within the District of Columbia, and this is the 


| object prayed for by these petitioners. He would 
| not go into an examination of the constitutional 


be carefuily avoided. 1] 


Mr. G. said he thought he was not mistaken such a measure, if the constitutional power ex- 


when he declared, that the moment the citizens of 


of the Constitution, lay their hands on the prop- | 


erty of the slaveholding States, the citizens of | 


the latter would instantly consider the Union dis- | 


solved and the Government at an end. They | 


could no longer confide in a Government which, | 
instead of protecting, plundered them of their | 
property. The right of property in slaves is | 


guarantied to the citizens of the States where || 


slavery exists by the Constitution, as fully as the 


the non-slaveholding States at any time violate 
these guarantees in so important a particular as 
this, it would be such a departure from the | 
great principles of the compact, that the injured 
party would at once be absolved from all the ob- 
igations it imposes on them. It would be impos- 


power of Congress. For his own part, he should 
consider himself as culpable were he to vote for 


isted, as were he to vote for it in the absence of 


|| such power. He considered the faith of the Gov- 


ernment pledged not to interfere with this subject 
in this District, and the faith of the Government 
should be preserved as sacredly as the Consti- 
| tution. , 

When application was made to Virginia and 
Maryland for a cession of this District, was it sup- 
posed by either of those States, or any citizen in 
them, that the abolition of slavery was to take 


|| place here, or that this District was to be used 
right to any other species of property; and should || 


| as a means of rendering of no value this species 
of property? Could it be believed that, if the 
| General Government had intimated such an inten- 
| tion, a cession from either of the States could ever 
| have been obtained? This no man can believe. 


| If this be so, would not this Government be justly 
| chargeable with Punic faith? Were they now to 
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States, of which, at the time of obtaining the ces- 
sion, it gave no intimation? He would ea to 
that sense of justice which inhabits every honest 
man’s bosom, whether such a proceeding would 
not be glaringly unjust?) When the citizens of 
this District acquired this property, they did it 
under the sanction of existing Seve: To deprive 
them of this property now would be a violation 
of their constitutional rights, unless compensation 
were made, and that compensation Congress pos- 
xesses no power to make. When the Constitu- 
tion provides that private property shall not be 
taken for public use without compensation, he 
(Mr. G.) understood it to mean that, where an 
individual owned property which the Government 
necded for its own use,it might be taken, and the 
ownership might be changed, and that which 
belonged to an individual might thereby cease to 
be his, and be owned by the Government. But 
it certainly cannot be a sound or safe construction 
of the Constitution to say that the public treasure 
may be expended for the visionary purpose of 
buying slaves to make them free. Resides, these 
vetitioners wholly mistake their object, as has 
Sanh shown already by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, (Mr. Hupparnp.] Were Congress 
to grant their petition, there would not exist a 
single slave less, although much loss might be 
woduced to the owners, and misery to the slaves. 
Vere Congress to attempt to pass such a law, 
with a probability of success, every slave would 
he immediately removed out of the District to 
Virginia and Maryland; and the further conse- 
quences would be, that the slaves would be sold 
to strangers, and sent to distant parts of the coun- 
try, where they would be less happy, and be 
deprived of many of the comforts aa associations 
they now enjoy. 
Mr. G. asked what would be the condition of 
this District when all this should be effected? It 
would then be a habitation and harbor for free 


negroes and fugitive slaves from the States of Vir- | 


ginia and Maryland. It would be wholly unfit for 
the seat of the General Government, and those 
who are now urging these petitions would find that 
were they to succeed in their wishes not one of 
the objects desired by them would be accomplished. 


Mr. G. procceded to say that ignorance or a want | 


of knowledge of the subjects on which men act, 
had at all timesdone more mischief than anything 
else. These Abolitionists say they are the friends 
of the slaves, and thata principle of philanthropy 
pry them to act the part they are performing. 


set the effects already produced upon the slaves | 


by their efforts be examined, and it will be readily 


the slaves themselves. Before they commenced 
their doings, pious men and women in different 
parts of the slaveholding States felt it their duty 
to attend Sunday schools established for the in- 
struction of slaves, to learn them to read the Scrip- 
tures and become acquainted with the history of 
man’s redemption. here were separate places 
of worship established, where learned and pious 
ministers of the Gospel dispensed the word of truth 
to them. All of these are now abandoned and 
broken up, and in addition the privileges of the 
slaves are curtailed, and restraints imposed upon 
them, which never would have been thought of had 
these Abolitionists never commenced their labors. 
Where perfect and entire confidence existed, jeal- 
ousies and distrust now prevail, and liberal and 
kind indulgences have been changed into neces- 
sary and rigoruus restraints. This has been ren- 
dered indispensable by the interference of these 
men, who are wholly ignorant of the true relations 
that exist between master and slave in the slave- 
holding States. If these men would only reflect 
that our slaves are better fed, better clothed, and 
more happy and contented than thousands of their 
own poor neighbors, and would confine their acts 
of beneficence to those nearerto them, they would 
do less mischief and add much more to the sum 
of human happiness. These Abolitionists seem 
to think that itis a religious duty to interfere with 
this subject. ‘The Scriptures afford no warrant 
for such an opinion. he Prince of Peace, who, 
when on earth, reproved men of all sin, and who 
countenanced nothing wicked, at no time enjoined 





— —- 


do an act so vitally injurious to the citizens of these || 


| osition. 


| by their serious opposition. 
|| ment of the memorial as a matter of course, no notice | 
; would be taken of it out of doors. It could never be blown 
} ee | upinto a decision ofthe question respecting the discourage- | 
discerned that they have produced much injury to || 
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rigorous form than it now does, and he taught || prayer. A vote of that kind would discounte. 
slaves to be obedient to their masters. The teach- || nance and discourage the Abolitionists, and give 


ings of these Abolitionists are, in effect, (although |. 
without the design,) to cause slaves to cut their || 
Mr. G. said he must believe | 
that it was a want of knowledge as to the true | 


masters’ throats. 


state of things in the slaveholding States, which 
had produced this misguided zeal, and that, so 


soon as the truth came to be fully understood, the | 


whole scheme of abolition would be abandoned 
2s unprofitable and mischievous. Mr. G. said 


he was struck forcibly with the character of these | 


petitions. They were mostly signed by women 


and children. Artful and designing men probably | 


had obtained their signatures to these memorials, 


try, had been resorted to, and signatures obtained 


_ doubtless by false representations. 


Mr. G. said he intended not to be tedious, and 
would, therefore, proceed directly to an examina- 
tion of the question more immediately before the 
Senate. He differed from the Senator from South 


Carolina [Mr. Carnovun] as to the manner of treat- | 
He should adopt and pursue | 
the opinion acted upon by the Congress of the | 

whi had been sub- || 


ing this petition. 


United States in 1790, an 
stantially pursued from that period down to the 


present, Petitions similar tothe present, and from | 
the same society, had been presented to Congress | 
at each session, and Congress had, at no time, | 


refused to receive them; and a departure from the 


might produce, rather than allay, excitement. It 


would be recollected, that by the Constitution of | 
_the United States Congress is expressly prohibit- 


ed from interfering with the slave trade which 


ence uponthat subject. This petition, although in 


direct opposition to the Constitution, was received, | 
| and a motion was made to send it to a committee. | 


This was opposed, and a proposition made to lay 
it upon the table. 


mittee, and used the argument which he would 


|| read to the Senate: 


‘* Mr. Madison thought the question before the committee 
Was not otherwise important than as gentlemen made it so 
Did they permit the commit- 


ment of the African slave trade, nor alarm the owners with 


an apprehension that the General Government were about | 
| to abolish slavery in all the southern States. 


Such things 
are not contemplated by any gentleman. But toappearance 


they decide the question more against themselves than | 
| would be the case if it was determined on its real merits; 
because gentlemen may be disposed to vote fer the commit- | 
|| ment of the petition without any intention of supporting the 
| prayer of it.”” 


Mr. GRUNDY proceeded by remarking that 


been realized by the debate in which the Senate 
was engaged. Alarm had been produced by this 
discussion; the Abolitionists had been encouraged 


by it, and were redoubling their efforts; whereas, |: 


had the petitions been received and laid on the 
table, or had they been received and referred to 


the Committee on the District of Columbia, as | 
heretofore, at this time the country would have | 
| been in a state of tranquillity. The decision that 
| is to take place upon this motion may bea source | 
_of misapprehension to many citizens who may |) 
infer that all, or at least some, of those who vote | 
for the reception of the petition are favorable to 


its prayer, when in fact there is not one Senator 
here favorable to it. 


Many Senators have declared their determina- | 


tion in opposition to this petition, and at the same 


| time have declared their conviction that the Con- 


stitution requires them to receive it. Gentlemen 
who think this may seem to favor the memori- 
alists, when they are, according to theirown judg- 


ments, only complying with a constitutional obli- 


gation. Ifthe Senator from South Carolina would 


| withdraw his objection to the reception of the 


it on masters to liberate their slaves. Slaverythen || memorial, it might be hoped that a general vote 


existed, and within his knowledge, ina much more !! of this body might be obtained for rejecting its | 


, and the Constitution. 
' no constitutional doubts existing, he would, as 
ordinary usage on this subject, he apprehended, 


'| from being clear. 
might be carried on by the citizens of the different || 
States for the space of twenty-one years; yet in | 

790, the Society of Quakers or Friends forwarded | 
their petition to Congress, praying their interfer- | 


Those most opposed to the | 
| object of the petition sustained the latter prop- | 
Mr. Madison, of Virginia, a slave- || 
holding State, advocated the reference to a com- || 


| with their abolition schemes, the 
storm which will shake the very foundations of 


confidence to the citizens of the slave-holdine 
States; and as so much has been said on this sub. 
ject, he (Mr. G.) was desirous that the opinion 
uf the Senate should be fully expressed by a vote 
upon the main question. he Senators from the 
North have told us they will abide our fate—that 
they will hazard everything to secure to us the 


| guarantees of the Constitution in relation to this 


species of property; but they tell us, at the same 
time, that neither they nor their constituents en- 
tertain opinions upon the subject of the great right 


of petition which would justify them in refusing 


| to receive this or any other petition couched jy 
to which they would not affix their own names. || 
Sunday schools, the best institutions in the coun- | 


decorous and respectful language; that were the 
to vote not to receive the petition, they could not 
sustain themselves at home, and the Abolitionists 


| would thereby obtain an advantage over them, 


Mr. G. said he would ask whether it was right or 
reasonable for Senators of the slaveholding States, 
whenthey were asking those of the non-slavehold- 


‘ing States to wage a war with the Abolitionists, 


who were their neighbors, for the security of the 
property of the South and Southwest, to arm their 
adversaries with dangerous weapons, and thereby 
enable them to conquer their friends? So far as 
he was concerned, he would aid the Abolitionists 
with no weapon or argument which they could 
use successfully against the friends of the Union 
Therefore, if there were 


a matter of expediency, vote to receive the peti- 


_ tions, to be followed up by a vote rejecting their 


prayer. But he confessed that the constitutional 
right to refuse to receive a ae was very far 
The right of petition existed 


before the formation of the Constitution. IJt was 


_ well understood by the framers of that instrument; 
and although it only declares that Congress shall 


pass no law to prevent citizens from peaceably 
assembling and petitioning for a redress of griev- 
ances, it never could have entered into their minds 
that those to whom the petitions were addressed 


| would refuse to receive them. Of what value is 


the right of petition if those to whom petitions 
are addressed will not receive them and act upon 
them? The framers of the Constitution remem- 
bered that the Parliament of Great Britain had 
passed laws prohibiting citizens from assembling, 
consulting, and petitioning for a redress of griev- 
ances. They recollected the acts commonly called 
the riot acts, and therefore they inserted the pro- 
vision contained in the Constitution; but it never 


|entered into their minds that petitions, when 


signed, would not be received by those to whom 
they were addressed. 
[t is a matter of very little consequence to cit- 
izens that they are permitted to assemble and 
etition for a redress of grievances, if, after they 
ave done so, their petitions are not to be received 
or considered by those who have the power to 
act upon the subject-matter of the petition. To 
his mind these arguments were too strong to be 


| disregarded, and he was unwilling to give the 
everything that Mr. Madison apprehended had || Pi ‘ ‘i . 


Abolitionists the benefit of them. At present they 
have no foundation on which to stand. The 

are giving way to the pressure of the public iatal- 
ligence in the non-slaveholding States. But if we 
shall enable them to blend the right of petition 
may raise a 


this Government. 

From the year 1790, down to the present day, 
all petitions have been received by this body 
which were respectful and decorous, whatever 
the subject-matter of the petition might be; and 
at every session the petition of the Society of 
Friends, clothed in similar language with the 
present one, has been received. Mr. G. would 
not depart now from the established usage. He 
considered the reception of the petition, and the 
rejection of its prayer, as the strongest course 
against abolition that could be adopted. It would 
unite more voices and convey a clearer expres- 
sion of the sentiments of the Senate than any other 
mode that could be proposed, and would there- 
fore operate asa greate discouragement to those 
who were en in this wild and unconstitu- 
tional «cheme of abolishing slavery in the United 
States. 

Mr.G. said he regretted to learn that the Ohio 
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Synod of the Presbyterian church had adopted a | 


resolution debarring from church privileges those 
who owned slaves. He hoped lave was some 
mistake upon this subject; but if it were so, he 
could only say that, in his judgment, it would be 
an injury instead of a benefit to that church; and 
should the General Assembly of the Presbyterian 
church confirm and enforce that resolution or de- 
cision, he believed the consequence would be a 
division of that church by a geographical line, 
which would be a result much to be lamented. 


Mr. HUBBARD said that the paper from which | 


he obtained the information alluded to was in the 
hands of the Senator from South Carolina nearest 
tohim. He would, however, refer to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, [Mr. Morris,] and he requested 
that gentleman to state, for the information of the 
Senate, what he knew in relation to the resolu- 
tions of the Ohio Presbytery. 

Mr. MORRIS said he had a distinct recollection 
of seeing some proceedings of the Ohio Synod 
and also some recollection of the tenor of their 
resolutions. 


because some of his friends were members of it. 
These resolutions, after condemning slavery as a 
moral evil, not to be tolerated in a Christian world, 
declared that they would not permit their meet- 
ing-houses to be opened to preachers who were 
slaveholders, and that at 
members of the church w 
communion with them. 
ceedings with him then; but if they were neces- 
sary for the information of the Senate before 
taking the question, he would bring them to the 
Chamber, and put them into the hands of some 
Senator, in order that they might be made known. 
He felt this to be of some consequence, as fre- 
quent declarations had been made in the course 
of the debate, that a dissolution of the Union 
would be the result of legislation in a certain 
way on the subject of the abolition of slavery. 
As he deemed the subject of some importance to 
the secticn of the country he represented, as well 
as to the Union, he would take occasion to ex- 
press his views on it before taking the question. 
Mr. KENT had no doubt that the prayer of 
these petitioners would not be granted. He main- 
tained that the guarantee of the right to petition 
implied the right that it should be received, other- 
wise the guarantee of the right to petition would 
be but a mockery. At the first session of Con- 
ress, they had not been in session six weeks 
efore _ were petitioned upon this subject. 
Congress then thought proper to receive the pe- 
titions, but decided that they had no power over 
the subject. He relied upon the olin and 
patriotism of the good people of this Union, by 
the exercise of reason, to put a stop to the causes 
of this excitement. After much reflection, he 


o held slaves to hold 


had come to the conclusion that Congress had no | 
a and | 


power to grant the prayer of this 
commented at some length on the deeds of ces- 
sion and the Constitution in support of that posi- 
tion. Giving Congress lexicittive jurisdiction 
meant, that it should not be interfered with by the 
States of Virginia and Maryland, and was intend- 
ed as an unrestricted power in other respects. In 
support of which he cited the opinion of Mr. 
Madison, and sundry decisions of courts. 

He thought, if they adopted the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bucnanan,] 
which was a strong measure, with some degree 
of unanimity, it would go far towards quicting 
these people, and prevent them from sending an 
further memorials to Congress. He alluded to 
the apprehensions entertained of the increase of 
abolitionism—the open declarations of the Aboli- 
tionists, that their object was to direct their efforts 
so as to reach the slaveholding States, and the 
painful events of last year. He adverted to the 
fact, that in some of the States north of the Poto- 
mac there were yet a number of slaves, to show 
the great difficulty in getting rid of the few they 
had had in those States. In the county in the 
State of Maryland where he lived, and which 
adjoined the District of Columbia, there were 
about 1,100 slaves, 1,100 whites, and 1,200 free 
negroes. Their property in slaves was of great 
value, and he thought it unreasonable that they 
should be asked to 
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They came to him during the ses- || 
sion of that body, and they attracted his attention || 


would not permit any || 


He had not these pro- | 


| 
| 


| 


| 
} 


| disposal of the blacks. If the six thousand slaves 
| in this District, who were valuable to their own- 
ers, and whose condition was now as good and 
comfortable as it could be, were liberated, they 
| would be placed in a worse condition, as there 
was no cultivation here, or any means of employ- 
ment by which they could live. He alluded to a 
paper signed by Arthur Tappan and others, in 
opposition to the message of the President. ‘They 
informed them that they had three hundred and 
fifty societies, a press, and the means of circula- 
ting their publications and pictorial representa- 
tions, placing them in the most odious point of 
view, in defiance of the Post Office regulations. 
He thought Congress should not hesitate to come 
to some decision to check these people in their 
mad career. In doing so he thought the better 
way would be to follow in the footsteps of the 
patriots that had gone before them, and say to 
them that Congress had no power fo interfere in 
| the matter. Tar be it from me (said Mr. K.) to 
implicate our northern fellow-citizens in an im- 
yroper course. He gave full credence to the dee- 
‘caleae of honorable Senators here, and intelli- 
gent gentlemen elsewhere, that they would not 
| interfere on this subject. It was for the enact- 
ments of each State to provide for the ameliora- 
tion of the condition of slaves within its limits, if 
there was any need of such amelioration. Mr. 
K. closed with a few remarks, and by citing the 
cases of McCowen and of Loughborough, in re- 
lation to the extent of the jurisdiction of Congress 
as the local Legislature of the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, was satisfied that the 
opinions of a majority of the people of Ohio on 
the subject of abolition were such as would be 
| considered sound in the estimation of the Sen- 
| ators from the South. 
| that the opinions of Ohio were against slavery in 
the abstract; but the opinion was almost unan- 
imous there that Congress had not the power to 
| interfere with the subject of slavery in the slave- 

holding States. A few of the people of that State 
believed that Congress possessed the power to 
abolish slavery in the District; but these consti- 
tuted but a very small minority. He did not be- 








Ohio were in favor of either of the two projects. 
In short, the sentiment against abolition was so 


some outrages had been committed against the 


only one or two instances. 

Senate as to the manner of disposing of the me- 
morial, he could not concur with the one of the 
Senator from South Carolina, because it was not 
in accordance with the opinions of the 
his State, and involved constitutional shivitianal 
The right of petition was secured by the Consti- 
tution, and the rejection of the one before them 
would be a violation of that right; at all events, 
even if the question was doubtful, the refusal to 
receive would present a new issue, and lead to 
mischief. He therefore could not vote forit. He 


from Pennsylvania, to reject the petition without 
assigning the reasons for so doing; because such 
a course, taken with a reasoning and thinking 


not be treating them with proper respect. 
thought, therefore, that, with the rejection of the 
memorial, there ought to be the reasons for it dis- 
tinctly given and spread upon the journal, in 
order that the memorialists might see distinctly 
the unreasonableness of their request, and the 
mischief that would result from granting it. 

Mr. EWING, after speaking of the peculiar 
situation of the District, governed so differently 
from any other portion of the Union, having even 
no Representative here, and depending upon the 
good faith of Congress impliedly pledged, de- 
clared that we would not pass such a law as the 
one contemplated by the petitioners, even if it 
| did not interfere with the feelings of the people 
| of the South, or with the rights of the people 
| secured by theact of cession. It would have the 
| effect to drive off the present inhabitants froin the 


yield it up to gratify the || District, and people it with another population. 


peculiar notions of the Abolitionists. If it were | He would notcommit suchan actef iniustice,even 


yielded up, it would be placing the whites at the | 
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It was well understood | 


lieve that one fiftieth part of the population of | 


prevalent among them, that he regretted to say | 
Abolitionists. This had happened, though, in 


ith respect to the two propositions before the | 


veople of | 


was equally opposed to the motion of the Senator | 


people, such as these memorialists were, would | 


He | 


j 
| 


' 


a 
|| there append 
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if the people of the South joined with the North 
in asking it. His impressions were that there 
was one remedy for the evils produced by these 
abolition memorials, and that was the one sug- 
gested by the resolution of the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Prestox,] to retrocede the Dis- 
trict to the Stafes who gave it. This course would 
effectually put an end to the evil, but he doubted 
whether it would meet the approbation of Con- 
gress. He would suggest that to permit the peo- 
ple of this District to meet in convention, and 
to form a constitution under certain regulations, 
would perhaps bea better plan. He would at the 
proper time submit a proposition to that effect 


‘e On motion by Mr. CALHOUN, the Senate 


adjourned, 


HOUSE Or REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, March 8, 1836. 


Hon. Dixon H. Lewis, of Alabama, appeared, 
was qualified, and took his seat. 
Mr. BOON moved to suspend the rule for one 
hour, for the purpose of enabling the standing 
| committees to report. 

Mr. HALEY moved to amend the motion by 
including the presentation of resolutions; which 
was negatived. 

Mr. Boon’s motion was also disagreed to. 

Mr. BOON then moved to suspend the rule, in 
order to enable him to make a report from the 
Committee on the Public Lands; which was neg- 
atived. 

ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 


Mr. JARVIS said that it had been announced 
in the morning papers, that the frigate Columbia 
| would be launched from the navy-yard in this 

city, to-morrow, at eleven o’clock. As pees of 
the members had never witnessed the launch of 
a ship, and particularly of a vessel of war, and 
might desire to do so, he would move to suspend 
the rule, in order to enable him to submit a mo- 
tion, that when the House adjourns to-day it 
would adjourn to meet to-morrow, at two o’clock, 
.m. 

The motion to suspend the rule was agreed to; 
when Mr. JARVIS submitted the motion indi- 
| cated. 

Mr. HEISTER moved to amend by substitut- 
ing one for two o’clock; which was negatived. 

Mr. HALL, of Vermont, moved to amend the 
motion by proposing to adjourn over from this 
day to Thursday. 

Mr. HOPKINS said that it had been announced 
in the morning papers that the ship Columbia 
would be launched at the navy-yard to-morrow 
| morning, at eleven o’clock. There could then be 

no necessity for the adoption of the resolution 
itself, and still less for the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. ed On 
the contrary, those members who chose to do so 
_ would have an opportunity of seeing the vessel 
launched, without an adjournment, and might 
| return to their seats in this House without pre- 
| judice to the public business. He could not, 
therefore, justify it to himself to vote for the 
roposition, var 4 hoped that the question might 
e taken A mo and nays. 
| Mr. BROWN moved to lay the resolution and 
, amendment on the table; which was negatived. 
| Mr. Haxu’s amendment was then agreed to— 
| ayes 118, noes not couuted. 
| Messrs. CONNOR and CUSHMAN simulta- 
neously called for the yeas and nays on the adopt- 
| ion of the resolution as amended. 
On a count by the Chair, there appeared 28 
| for, and 14] opposed to, taking the question by 
| yeas and nays; but before the decision was an- 





| 


|| nounced, 


| Mr. SHEPPERD asked for tellers; and the 
‘same being — and a count being had, 

7 in favor, and 155 against, taking 
| the question by yeas and nays; and they were 


| accordingly not ordered. 


The resolution was then agreed to. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved a suspension of the 
rules, for the purpose of offering the following 
resolution, which was read from the Clerk’s 
| table. Mr. H. remarked, that he did not expect 
| many votes in favor of it from gentlemen who 


| 
| 
‘ 
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were in the habit of having their sons, brothers, 
and kinsmen educated at West Point. 

Resolved, That the report of the select committee ap- 
pointed during the last Congress to investigate the affairs 
of the West Point Military Academy, be withdrawn from 
the files, and that ten thousand copies thereof be printed. 

Mr. H. asked for the yeas and nays on his 
motion to suspend, which the House refused to 
order; and the motion was negatived without a 
count, 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House took up the motion of Mr. Spane- 
LeR to reconsider the vote whereby the motion 
of Mr. Bynum, that the petitioner, David New- 
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ti 


land, have leave to appear and address the Houses 


by counse!, was rejected, 
Mr. SPANGLER called for the yeas and nays 
on his motion; which were ordered. 


Mr. S. said it had not been his intention to de- | 


bate the question of the contested election before 
the Heuse, nor was it then his intention to do so, 
further than to state, in a few words, the reasons 
which had induced him to make the motion for a 
reconsideration of the vote whereby the House 
had determined, on Saturday last, that it would 
not permit the petitioner to be heard by counsel. 
As he had stated, when he made the motion to 
reconsider, he had voted with the majority on 
that occasion. He had done so without having 
siven much examination and but little reflection 
on the subject. He had since become satisfied 
that he had voted erroneously, and he wished to 
havg an opportunity of making known to the 
House and to his constituents the conviction that 
he had voted erroneously on that question, He 
had not the vanity to suppose that, with that 
motion, or anything he could say, he could in- 
fluence the opinions of any gentleman. He was 
too humble and obscure an individual to influence 
the opinions of gentlemen upon that or any other 
question, but he wished to change his vote and 
make known to the House that he had changed 
his opinion. After the vote had been taken on 
Saturday, en the proposition to allow the peti- 
tioner to be heard by counsel, and it had been re- 
jected, a gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bynum] rose, and stated to the House, and no 
doubt correctly, that the precedents showed that 
in evety case like the ene before the House, 
where counsel had been asked, it was always 
granted. He took it for granted that that gen- 
tleman wascorrect, and if such be th fact, he was 
unwilling, by any act of his, to reverse the decis- 
ions of the House, heretofore made in cases simi- 
lar to the one then before them. He saw no good 
reason sor departing from precedents heretofore 
had on similareccasions. One reason why he had 
changed his opinion was,that he had nodoubt that 
the decisions heretofore had were made from good 
and sufficient reasons,and until some reason could 
be shown for departing ‘rom those precedents, he 
was unwilling to make the pending case an ex- 
ception from all others. But there was another 
fact disclosed, which, to his mind, furnished 
additional reasons why the House should adhere 
to foriner practices, and one of which he was not 
apprised, which was, that the petitioner did not 
belong to that profession which would place him 
on something near an equality with the sitting 
member, provided he could be admitted. And it 
had been truly remarked on a former day, that 
if the petiioning gentleman did not possess that 
qualification, the privilege of being heard would 
be useless to himself and useless to his constit- 
uents. Such being the case, he confessed that 
he was dissatisfied with the vote which had been 
giveny he honestly believed that he had voted 
erroneously, and he wished to let his constituents 
know that he was dissatisfied with that vote. He 
would embrace the present opportunity of stating 
to the House that on yesterday, after he had sub- 
mitted the motion for a reconsideration, he was 
requested by the petitioner to withdraw it, the 
petitioner stating to him that he had informed his 
counsel that his services would not longer be re- 
quired, and had discharged him. He made that 
statement in fairness to the petitioning gentleman; 
but nevertheless he could not withdraw his mo- 
tion. He had two objects in submitting the mo- 
tion: one was, so far as his vote was concerned, 
to extend to the petitioning gentleman the benefit 
of being heard by counsel; the other was, as he 


| not attempt to inquire. 


ing counsel was wrong, and thatif a majority of 
the House would concur with him, they would 
reverse that decision. That decision had been 
recorded on the Journals by yeas and nays, and 
would go to posterity as the decision of the House 
on that very important question. He was un- 
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had before stated, that he believed the vote reject- || 


willing, so far as his vote was concerned, that | 
that decision should remain, and therefore he | 


wished it reversed. His feelings would have in- 
duced him to comply with the request of the 
petitioner in withdrawing his motion to recon- 
sider, if he could have done so with propriety; 
but as it was, he could not consent to d 

had not risen for the purpose of detaining the 
House with a speech; it was what he had never 
yet done. He had stated the reasons why he 
could not withdraw his motion to reconsider. He 
wished an opportunity of changing his vote, and 
it would be for other gentlemen to determine 
whether the vote of Saturday last was right or 
wrong. 


Mr. GRENNELL said the vote upon the ques- 


tion was so full, and apparently so decided, that | 


he had supposed it would stand as the judgment 
of the House deliberately formed. That vote had 


been taken not without consideration, and not until ! 


reference had been made to parliamentary prece- 
dents, 


0 80. He j 


It had been taken after all those measures || 


of inquiry, investigation, and argument usually | 


resorted to on such occasions. 


He would have | 
no objection to a reconsideration of the vote, if the | 


object was to enable the gentleman from Ohio | 
| Mr. Spancver] to have an opportunity to change | 
his vote; but it seemed to him, that a due regard | 


to the public business required them to stand by || 


the decision of the House on Saturday last, unless 


for good and sufficient reasons. It had béen said 
that former decisions were in favor of giving 
counsel to persons petitioning in such cases. He 


must say, however, that since he had the honor || 


cS 


Mart 
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painful. Suppose a counselor admitted to make 
a constitutional argument with the members of 
_ the House, would not the Chair be in an unpleas- 
ant situation? Suppose the counselor introduced 
| should transgress the rules of order, how would 
you make him submit to those rules of order? If 
you would tell him he must keep within yourrules, 
j would demur at once. He would say he was not 
a member of the House, but that he was a priy- 
ileged counselor. Without going into a detail 
of the inconveniences, Mr. G. put it to the House 
to say whether it would be decorous, not only to 
themselves, but to the constituents whom they 
represented, to permit such a relation to exist, 
When constitutional questions were to be dis- 
| cussed by them, they had no interest to bias 
| them, and the presumption was that there were 
enough to discuss every question of constitution 
and law, without the aid of retained counselors, 

The more he looked at it, the more he was sat- 
isfied that they should not permit the petitioner 
to have counsel. Was the petitioner to suffer in 
consequence of the refusal? He wanted to know 
how? Ithad been said, that the sitting member 
wasa lawyer, and able to advocate his own cause, 
while the petitioner was not. He thought nothing 
the less of the petitioner because of that. It had 
been maaan, truly, the other day, that there 
were gentlemen eminently qualified to argue and 
settle any constitutional question which might 
come before them, without going through a legal 
course of study and practice. The petitioning 
gentleman had nothing to fear, as there were 
enough of his friends to debate any constitutional 
question. 

The CHAIR here informed the House, that the 
_hour had arrived for proceeding to the special 
order of the day. 

Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD moved that the rules 
| be suspended for the purpose of proceeding to the 
consideration of the contested-election question; 


of ascat in that House, many cases of contested || which was disagreed to. 


elections had been before them, and in some of 
those cases both parties were not of that profes- 
sion which it was argued gave peculiar advant- 
ages, and he had never known the request made; 
and he had never known it extended to either 
| party. Butgentlemenhad gone back for twenty- 
five or thirty years to find precedents. Whatever 
| might have been the policy of granting counse! 
at an early period of the Government, he would 
A gentleman ona former 
day had given reasons which he considered good 
ones; that at that time the House was not com- 
posed of so many members,and not having such 
a press of business upon their hands as at pres- 
ent. Was it any reason why counsel should 
be admitted, because the petitioner was not a 
member of the legal profession? He had yet 
to learn that belonging to that profession con- 
fers upon him or takes from him anything which 
belonged to him. The petitioner, of whom he 
would speak with respect, came there with the 
voice of but one half of the legal voters of his 
district, and it was decidedly wrong to suppose 
that he came there as the legal Representative 
of forty or fifty thousand voters. He came there 
claiming a seat, because it was an honorable sta- 
tion; a more honorable one he did not know of. 
But if he took his seat, he would be a law-ma- 
ker, not merely for his own district, but for the 
whole people. He would not merely be the rep- 
resentative of that district, but would also in a 
measure be the representative of Mr. G.’s con- 
stituents. It was taking a very narrow view to 
suppose that it was a mere personal matter be- 
tween the petitioner and the sitting member. He 
was apprised that a seat on that floor gave hima 
character and dignity greater than his being the 
organ of forty thousand of his constituents. He 
took a more extended view of the matter than 
that. He did not wish to see the relation of 
client and advocate on the floor, as in the case of 
a court and jury, and for that House to listen 
day after day to the arguments of a retained and 
hired counselor. He wished to hear no gentle- 
man there who did not owe fidelity to that Con- 
stitution which, asa member of that House, he 
had sworn to maintain. He would not, by his 
vote, permit a man to come there to address that 
House who owed no other fidelity than to his 
‘client. They might find it unpleasant, if not 


ean 


NEW YORK RELIEF BILL. 
| Mr. LAWRENCE said it was now between 
two and three months since a bill had been re- 
ported to that House for the relief of the sufferers 
y fire in the city of New York, and it was 
hoped by the friends of the measure that it would 
have been acted upon long ago. The time had 
now arrived, as he remarked the other day, that 
| those who had suffered by that calamity should 
| know what they had to depend upon from that 
House; and he now rose, throwing himself upon 
its indulgence, in behalf of these sufferers, asking 
| the House to sustain him in the motion he was 
| about to make, for the purpose of taking up that 
bill, and making, he hoped, a final disposition of 
it that day. He was ‘assured the friends of the 
bill had no desire to debate it further. Mr. L. 
then made the motion indicated, that the rules 
| of the House be suspended for the purpose of 
taking up the bill for the relief of the sufferers by 
fire in the city of New York. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, was under- 
stood to express a hope that the House would 
delay acting on the bili till some further informa- 
tion had been furnished. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG would only remark that 
the public interest was as deeply interested in 
this pil as in the special order, and he hoped the 
motion would prevail. 

Mr. HARDIN asked for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the result of the vote 
was—yeas 138, nays 67; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Anthony, Ash, Ashley, Bailey, Banks, Barton, Beardsley, 
Bockee, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Briggs, Brown, Bu- 
chanan, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Carr, George 
Chambers, John Chambers, Chapin, Childs, Cleveland, Cof- 
fee, Corwin, Craig, Cramer, Crane, Cushing, Davis, Dicker- 
son, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Duntap, Evans, Ever- 
ett, Fairfield, Farlin, French, Philo C. Fuller, Willian K. 
Fuller, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gillet, Glascock, 
Granger, Grennell, Haley, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Hard, Har- 

r, Albert G. Harrison, Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, 

eister, Hoar, Howard, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, 
Huntsman, Ingersoll, Ingham, William Jackson, Joseph 
Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
Henry Johnson, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, 
Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, 
Leonard, Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Abijah Maun, Manning, 
William Mason, Moses Mason, Sampson Mason, McKen- 
non, McKeon, McKim, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Moore, 
Muhlenberg, Page, Parker,Patterson, Phelps, Phillips,Potts, 
Reed, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Russell, Schenck, William 
B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, 
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Smith, Spangler, Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, John 

Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, 
Vinton, Ward, Wardwell, Washington, Webster, White, 
and Whittlesey —139. 

NAYS—Messrs. Beale, Beaumont, Bovee, Boyd, Bunch, 
Byaum. Johu Calhoon, Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chaney, 
Chapman, Coles, Connor, Cushman, Darlington, Deberry, 
Effner, Fry, Galbraith, Graham, Graves, Grayson, Griffin, 
Hannegan, Hardin, Samuel 8. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, 
Hopkins, Joseph Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lawicr, Luke Lea, Lewis, Logan, 
Lucas, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, Maury, May, 
McCarty, McComas, McKay, McLene, Montgomery, Mor 
gan, Morris, Owens, Parks, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Frank- 
lin Pieree, Rencher, John Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, 
Shields, Standefer, Thomas, Underwood, Lewis Williains, 
and Sherrod Wiliiams—67. 

So the motion to suspend the rule was carricd 
in the affirmative. 

The bill was then taken up, the question being 
on its final passage, and 

Mr. CRAIG demanded the previous question. 

Mr. PATTON moved a call of the House. 

Mr. VINTON said he had voted in the affirm- 
ative for the motion to suspend the rules, on the 
understanding that the bill should be debated; 
but if the previous question should be insisted 
on, he would move a reconsideration of the vote 
to suspend the rules; whereupon 

Mr. CRAIG withdrew his demond for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. EVERETT, after some explanatory re- | 
marks, moved to recommit the bill to the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
with the following instructions: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the 
following : 


being debtors had been relied on as a ground to 
authorize the interference of this House. The 
money proposed to be loaned out or given away 
was money of the people of the United States, 
and not of this House. This House had no right 
to give it away upon objects of charity, whether 
their debtors or not. We had nothing to do (Mr. 
B. said) with the money of the people, except to 
lay it out for their benefit under the law and Con- 
stitution. We had no right to lay it out in a char- 
itable way. He could see no distinction between 
this and any case of private misfortune. Whether 


dential occurrence, or otherwise, made no differ- 
ence; only this—if one single individual suffered, 
he felt solitary and lonely in his misfortune. If 
many suffered together, there was something like 
sympathy to console them. He did not mean 
that the people of New York had not the sympa- 
thy of this House. 
of this House and of the country, and he was 
conscious they had his. But we had no right to 
gratify our charitable and sympathetic feelings at 
the expense of the public. He said he had ad- 


of Virginia, of this text so much admired, and 
often quoted, ** Charity begins athome.’’ That 
is, said Mr. Wythe, we are to be charitable with 
our own money, and let other people’s alone. A 
| guardian had spent his ward’s money, and his 
counsel replied that he was a generous, hospita- 
ble, and charitable man. He said we had noright 
to be charitable with the public money; but if we 
| had, we ought to be equally so to all. We had 
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one or a thousand suffered by accident or provi- | 


They had the sympathy | 


mired the exposition given by Chancellor Wythe, 


That on account of the late destructive fire in the city of 
New York, on the sixteenth day of December last, the col- 
lector of the port of New York is hereby authorized to ex- 
tend to all persons the time of payment of all duties secured 
at that port, by bonds given before and falling due on and 
after that day, and to cancel such bonds; and in case such 
bonds have been paid, to refund the money so paid out of 
any money in his hands, upon their giving to said collector 
new bonds, with one or more sureties, to the satisfaction 
of said collector, for the sums of the former bonds, payable 
with interest, (after the time of payment specified in such 
former bonds,) at the rate of three per cent. per annum, in 
equal installments, in one, two, and three years from the 
said time of payment, or in one year from such time of pay- 
ment without interest, at their election, which new bonds 
shall be proceeded with, in all respects, like other bonds 
taken by collectors for duties due to the United States, and 
shall have the same force and validity. 


Mr. HARDIN opposed the instructions. They 
were, in his opinion, far more objectionable than 
the original bill, proposing, as they did, to extend | 
the credit twelve months, without any interest, | 
and for one, two,and three years, at an interest of || 
three per cent. He was at a loss to perceive 
why the gentleman from Vermont should have 
opposed the original bill, for his amendment was 
ten times more favorable to those interested than 
the bill itself. Mr. H. should vote to recommit 
the bill, but without these instructions. | 

Mr. BOULDIN remarked, he would not say 
anything upon this subject, if it were not that he | 
had voted to take up the billashorttimeago. This, | 
he said, might be misunderstood by the friends 
of the bill and his constituents to be an intimation 
that he would vote for the billon its passage. He 
said he would not vote for it in its present shape, 
or as it was proposed to be amended, or in any || 
shape that he had any hope it would be annnied. 
He merely thought it was time the question was | 
settled. He would vote for it if so amended as to 
provide, first, for such cases as those in which | 
the United States were about to lose a debt, in 
whole or in part, by reason of the fire. This was 
what any prudent creditor would do. If there || 
were any goods imported liable to drawback, he || 
was willing to give up the duty on those goods | 
if they were burnt. He said he was an inland | 
man, and not well acquainted with commerce; but || 
had understood that goods brought into this coun- | 
try, and intended to be exported, although the | 
duty was charged on their being brought into the | 
country, yet it was given up if the goods were ex- | 
parted. ‘Were there any goods in this condition | 

e would give up the duty, but he would go no 
further. The right to duty liable to drawback was 
one not perfect. The bargain was conditional, and 
the fire put it out of the power of the merchant 


The Government had to take the chances | 
against it, and was entitled to the chances in || 
its favor, They stood on the same ground as | 
other creditors. They were mere creditors: their | 


goods. 





| no more right to give money or indulgence to the 


debtors of the United States than to others. 
Where (he asked) is the difference between the 


misfortune of the sufferers by fire in New York, | 
and the sufferers by frost inthe south? Thousands | 
| lost their crops of tobacco and cotton last fall, and | 
| why not relieve them? We had (he said) noright | 


or power to relieve either; yet all have the sym- 
pathy of the benevolent and kind, and many have 
shown, and many will show, their sympathy and 
kindness, in the way least of all liable to misun- 
derstanding or reproach—by giving their own 
money to the sufferers. 

Mr. PARKS wished to inquire of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, if it was not the in- 
tention of that committee to bring forward any 
other proposition on this subject? 

Mr. CAMBRELENG replied that his own im- 
pression had been, from the beginning, that the 
dutics upon the merchandise destroyed by the 
fire in New York, in cases of failure of the in- 
surance companies, should have been remitted. 


From his own experience, however, and looking | 


back to a period of thirty or forty years, he be- 


|, came convinced that no other bill would meet the 


approbation of that House or the other; and he 
therefore believed this wouid be the only one. 

Mr. PARKS considered it due to the House 
that this fact should be known, for rumor had 
stated that some other measure was to be brought 
forward; and, if this report were correct, it was 
not treating the House fairly. He hoped this bill 
never would have the sanction of that House until 
it was understood to be a final measure. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD should vote to recommit 
the bill, so that it might be amended in sucha 
form as would be acceptable to him, for he was 
willing to extend such relief as he thought was 
merited. Mr. U. read a provision he should, in 


|| that case, ocee 


Mr. JUDSON said, the bill on your table pur- 
ports to relieve the debtors of the Government 
who suffered by the unexampled conflagration of 
December last, in New York. 


addressed to its consideration. 


an honorable member from Rhode Island. 


The other day, when this subject was under 
discussion, I listened with much pleasure to an 
argument from that honorable gentleman, ad- 
| dressed to us with great ingenuity and force. He 
to perform his part, if he wished to export the || had brought into the discussion the result of great 
industry and ability; and yet, sir, it is impossible 
for my own mind to subscribe to certain parts of 


the argument, 


At this late stage 
of the debate, it will not be my business to detain 
the House by adding to the arguments already 
My only object 
now is, areply to some of the objections raised by 


While I would most cordially unite with him 
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inthe eulogium pronounced upon the agriculturists 
of the country, I doalso agree most fully that the 
class of our fellow-citizens thas alluded to are 
highly meritorious, and their interests should 
always be regardedasimportant. The honorable 
member has told us that he will not say anything 
against individuals of the mercantile class; but, as 
a body, I did understand him to allege that the 
merchants living in New York were not entitled 
to relief, because Arthur Tappan resided in that 
city. Now, let me ask,is thata valid objection 
or a legitimate argument against the relief pro- 
posed to the suffering community by this bill? 
Let it be tested. 

Suppose a member should rise in his place. and 
urge as an objection that the city of New York 
vas Visited with the yellow fever or small pox, 
would that be a good reason against our legisla- 
tion? 

Should a portion of the debtors of this Govern- 
ment, living in New Orleans, be visited by a ea- 
lamity like the present, and relief being proposed 
for them, waa this House be influenced by the 
fact thatany loathsome disease, with its pestilential 
influence, had swept over that city? and would 
that constitute arzument against their relief? 

As much as I detest Arthur Tappan, or his 
| hypoeritieal cant, I would not vote against this 
bill because he has seen fit to locate himself in 
that city. 

Another objection urged is the fact, that the 
members of the Hartford Convention assembled 
at the house of a merchant in Boston the night 
before their departure. This is a charge brought 
against the mereantile community as a body! 

It does appear to me that this objection is ad- 
dressed to our prejudices, and not to our judg- 
ment. Ido not agree to this course of debate. 
It is doing great injustice to the mercantile com- 
munity. Whoever may be entitled to the honor 
or the odiuwm of that assembly, it certainly does 
not belong to the merchants as a body. If you 
trace it to its true origin, it will probably be found 
to rest with the statesmen and partisans of that 
| day, whose object probably might have been to 
| overturn a particular administration, and get into 
| power themselves. If this were the principal 
object, as many believe, even this is by no means 
| chargeable to the merchants. In looking over 
| the names of the members, I am not able to rec- 
| ognize more than two merchants. 

To say, then, that this bill shall not become a 
law because two or three merchants were mem- 
bers of the Hartford Convention, is great injus- 
tice to them as aclass. It would be very much 
such justice as was administered in a State 
adjoining to the State represented by the honor- 
able gentleman whose arguments have called for 
these remarks. There, an eminent judge was 
| thrust out of office hecause he attended the Hart- 
ford Convention, and another was appointed who 
actually voted for the bill calling the convention, 
and, as I believe, one who, by his vote, sent his 
predecessor to that body ! 
| According to my estimation, arguments like 
| these should not influence us in the discharge of 
'our duty. They have a tendency to create a 
et and distrust between the three great 
ranches of national wealth and national pros- 
perity. Commerce, agriculture, and manufactures 
are these great national resources. They have 
equal interests, and shall have equal support from 
the Government. Commerce is the channel 
through which passes all our agricultural pro- 
| ducts and our manufactured goods to their final 
| destination, and through that same channel also 
returns to the agriculturist and the manufacturer 
the results of honest industry. There is,then, a 
mutual interest between these highly respectable 
classes, and no discussion here should tend to 
| separate those interests. Pass this bill, and you 
will enable those who have suffered by this ca- 
lamity to go on in their business, discharge their 
debts to the Government, and also enable them to 
| pay the manufacturers, farmers, and mechanics 
| what is due them. When it shall become the 
settled policy to break down the mereantile in- 
terest, you will inflict a blow upon egriculture 
and manufactures which will be equally injuri- 
ous to the whole country. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND warmly and at length 
| supported the bill. The country generally, he 
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was assured, was in favor of it. The very fact 
the large cities coming forward only with resolu- 
tiows instead of money was a proof that they 
expected their pepperennrerete to act upon the 
subject, for they had sent those resolutions to 
them. Mr. S. also replied to the arguments of 
Mr. Pearce, and entered into a succinct defense 
of the principles and provisions of the bill. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, replied to 
Messrs. Jupson and Scrmer.anp, and those gen- 
tlemen briefly rejoined. 

Mr. CHAMBERS again opposed the bill at 
considerable length, on the ground he before main- 
tained, that the bill provided for those who had 
sustained no loss, and entered into a minute ex- 
amination of its various details, 

Mr. TOUCEY said he was convinced that the 
discussion had been protracted to an unprofitable 
length, and that it was time it was disposed of; 
and he therefore demanded the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of North Carolina, moved 
an adjournment; which was not carried—ayes 66, 
noes not counted. 

‘The previous question was then seconded by 
the House, tellers being appointed; which was 
carried—ayes 106, nves 338. 

On ordering the main res to be put, 


Mr. EVERETT called for the yeas and nays; 


but nor were not ordered, and the main question || 


was ordered to be put without a count. 

The main question was on the passage of the 
bill, and on that question 

Mr. HOPKINS asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 114, nays 94; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Heman Alien, Anthony, Ash, 
Bailey, Banks, Barton, Beardsicy, Bockee, Briggs, Brown, 
William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Chapin, Childs, Cleve- 
land, Coffee, Corwin, Cramer, Crane, Cushing, Darlington, 
Dickerson, Doubleday, Evans, Fairfield, Farlin, Phito C. 
Fuiler, William K. Fuller, Rice Garland, Gillett, Glas- 
cock, Granger, Grantland, Grennell, Haley, Hard, Harper, 
Haynes, Hazeltine, Henderson, Heister, Hoar, Holsey, 
Howard, Howell, Hubley, Hunt, Huntington, Huntsman, 
Ingersoll, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard 
M. Jolinson, Cave Johnson, Henry Johnson, Judson, Ken- 
non, Kilgore, Lane, Lansing, Lawrence, Lay, Gideon Lee, 
Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Lincoln, Love, Loyall, 
Lyon, Abijah Mann, Manning, William Mason, Moses 
Mason, Sampson Mason, McKennan, Mckeon, McKim, 
Mercer, Miller, Milligan, Moore, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
Page, Parker, Patterson, Phelps, Phillips, Potts, Reed, Jo- 
seph Reynolds, Rogers, Russell, Shinn, Sickles, Slade, 
Smith, Spangler, Steele, Storer, Sutherland, Taylor, John 
Thomson, Toucey, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoei, Vinton, 
Ward, and Wardwell—114. 

NAYS — Mesers. Chilton Allan, Ashley, Beale, Bean, 
Beaumont, Beli, Bond, Boon, Borden, Bouldin, Boyd, 
Buneb, John Cathoon, Campbell, Carr, Carter, Casey, 
George Chambers, John Chambers, Chapman, Nathaniel 
Hi. Claiborne, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cushman, Davis, De- 
berry, Denny, Dickson, Dromgoole, Dunlap, Everett, For- 
ester, French, Fry, Galbraith, James Garland, Graham, 
Graves, Grayson, Grithu, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, 
Hardin, Harlin, Samuci 8. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, 
Hawes, Hawkins, Hopkins, Jenifer, Joseph Johnson, John 
W. Jones, Kinnard, Klingenamith, Lawler, Luke Lea, 
Lewis, Logan, Job Mann, Martin, John Y. Mason, Maury, 
MeVarty, McComas, McKay, McLene, Montgomery, Mor- 
gen, Morris, Parks, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin 
Pievee, Peyton, Pickens, Rencher, John Reynolds, Roane, 


Robertson, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shields, Standeter, | 


Thomas, Turner, Underwood, Webster, Weeks, White, 
Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise 
— 94. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island then moved 
to amend the title of the bill, by striking out ** An 
act for the relief of the sufferers by fire in the city 
of New York,”’ and inserting the following: ‘* An 
act to relieve and confer exclusive benefits upon 
certain merchants and importers in the city of 
New York.”’ 

Mr. WISE inquired of the Chair if that was a 
debatable question ? 

The CHAIR replied that he supposed it was. 

Mr. WISE then moved an adjournment; which 
was negatived. 

Mr. KENNON rose to a question of order. 
The previous question havirig been moved and 


seconded, and the main question carried, he could | 


not conceive how any part of the bill could be 
amended thereafter. 


The CHAIR said it was the first time within 
his recollection that the question had been raised, | 
but his impression was that the title was a distinct 


part of the bill. 
The amendment was then rejected, and the 
original title agreed to. 


of | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL ‘GLOBE: 


On motion by Mr. VINTON, 








March 9, 


| of Colonel D. Pendleton, were severally consid- 


| ‘The House adjourned, at quarter past five | ered and agreed to. 


_o’clock, p. m. 


| IN SENATE. 
Wepwnespay, March 9, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
War Department, in answer to the resolution of 


the Senate of the 26th ultimo, containing the | 
information required in relation to the extinguish- 


ment of the Indian title to lands in the vicinity of 
Green Bay. 
Also, a report from the same Department, in 


answer to a resolution of the Senate, inquiring | odanilatel eal witeet'te 
|) s ° 


] RESOLUTIONS. 


the number and situation of the Indians on the 
frontiers, and the opinion of the Department as 


tary force for frontier defense, containing the 
desired information. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, that portion of 
the reports with respect to Indian affairs was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 
that portion relating to the increase of the mili- 
tary force, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and referred: 
A bill for the relief of Archibald Small; 
A bill for the relief of Reuben Colburn; 
A bill for the relief of Isaac Chaplin and others, 
| owners, &c., of the schooner Buffalo; 
A bill for the relief of Henry Darling; 
A bill granting pensions and arrearage of pen- 
| sions to persons therein named; 
A bill for the relief of Joseph M. Wormstead 
and others; 


| <A bill for the relief of Abiel Roads and others; || 
| A bill for the relief of Ebenezer Phillips and | 


| others; 
A bill for the relief of Joseph W. Green and 

others; 
| A bill for the relief of George Gott and others; 
A bill for the relief of Benjamin and Nancy 
| Merrill; 
| A bill for the relief of Joseph Gresham; 

A bill for the relief of William Bowman; 

A bill for the relief of citizens of the reserved 
township, Monroe county, Indiana; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Dixon & 
New York; 


|| quiry into the expediency of allowing the 


to the expediency of increasing the present mili- | 





| 


RETROCESSION OF THE DISTRICT. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Prestoy, on 
| the subject of a retrocession of the District of Co- 
lumbia to the States of Virginia and Maryland, 


| was, on motion by Mr. P., postponed to, and 


| mafe the order of the day for, the first Monday 
in April next. 


DELEGATE FOR THE DISTRICT. 


The resolution of Mr. Kent, directing an in- 
v istrict 
to be represented by a Delegate in Congress was 


Mr. LINN submitted the following resolution; 
| which lies on the table one day: 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
| ed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropria- 
| tion for placing buoys in the channel of the Fox river 
| through the flats at its entrance into Green bay. 
_ Mr. BLACK submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


| 

| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury inform the 
| Senate whether the acts of Congress granting rights of pre- 
| 


emption to settlers inhabiting and cultivating the public 
lands, at certain periods, have been so const:ued as to ex- 
tend to such of the public lands as had been offered for 
sale, and were subject to entry at private sale; and, if so, 
to communicate such instructions to the Senate. 


Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which were considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of restoring al) those now 
living to the pension list under the act of March, 1818, who 
were stricken from said list in pursuance of the act of May 
1, 1820; and in case any of said persons have obtained au- 
nuities under the act of June 7, 1832, that said committee 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing 
by law for the payment to such persons the pensions to 
which they would have been eutitied if they had not been 
stricken from said pension list, after deducting the amount 
= they have received by virtue of the act of June 7, 
1832. 

Resolved, That said committee be instructed to inquire 








Co., | 


into the expediency of providing, by law, in case any per- 
sons who were stricken from the pension list, in pursu- 
ance of the act of May 1, 1830, have since that period died, 
for the payment to their heirs of all arrearages to which they 
would have been entitled had said persons not been stricken 
from said list. 

Mr. BLACK presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of the State of Mississippi, asking for 
| the establishment of certain new mail routes; 
which were referred to the Committee on the 


| 
A bill for the relief of Amy Wilson; {| 
A bill for the relief of Doxtator and Weaver; || 
A bill for the relief of the representatives of i] 


Post Office and Post Roads. 
BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


1} 
j 


Thomas Haliday; \| 

A bill for the relief of William Woodward and 
| William Mitchell; 
A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
| Josias ‘Thompson; 
| <A bill for the relief of Gilbert A. Smith and 
others; 

A bill for the relief of Clark Allen; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel W. Ruff; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Dr. Absalom Baird, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Smith; 





| A bill for the relief of John Dement; 


A bill for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel 


|| Tyler, deceased; 


| A bill to authorize the conveyance of certain 
| lands belonging to Michigan; and 
A bill to carry into effect the convention with 


| Spain. 


BILLS PASSED. 


| 

| The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
| tives of James O’Hara, of Pittsburg; and 

| ‘The bill authorizing the Secretary of War to 
| transfer a part of the appropriations for the sup- 
| pression of Indian hostilities in Florida to the 
| credit of subsistence, were read the third time and 
|| passed. 

REPORTS AGREED TO. 


‘| The reports of the Committee on the Public 
|| Landsuntfavorable to the petitions of Peter Moore, 
of certain inhabitants of I Erie county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for a donation of land; the reports 
of the Committee on Claims unfavorable to the 
petitions of Alphonso and of Richard Boon; and 
the report of the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims unfavorable to the petition of the widow 


The following bills were severally read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and ordered to a third reading: 

The bill making appropriations for deepening 
_the bar, and for the construction of a dry dock 
'| at Pensacola; 
| The bill to authorize the selection of certain 
lands in lieu of those granted to the State of Ohio, 
and sold at public sale by the United States; 

The bill for the completion of certain roads in 
the Territory of Florida; 

The resolution providing for the settlement of 
the claims of John 8. Stiles; and 

The bill making an appropriation for the com- 
pletion of the title of the United States to the 
site for a light-house on Roanoke inlet. 


THE PENNSYLVANIA QUAKER MEMORIAL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the unfinished 
business, which was the question on receiving 
the petition of the Society of Friends of Lancas- 
ter, Pennsylvania, praying for the abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALHOUN addressed the Senate atlength, 
_ and contended against the doctrine of the consti- 
tutional injunction to receive petitions as a matter 
of right; and drew a distinction between the right 
of presentation and the reception of petitions; 
that, strictly, the parliamentary rule required a 
motion to be made to receive petitions pre sented; 
but, as a matter of convenience, the Chair usually 
dispensed with the necessity of that motion. The 
right of petitioning could not be urged one inch 
| beyond the right of presentation; with this action 
of the Senate commenced the rights of the Senate; 
and to urge the right of petitioning beyond pre- 
sentation was expressly to encroach upon the 
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rights of the Senate. In support of this position 
he cited the 24th rule of the Senate, and the com- 
ments of Mr. Jefferson upon it. He controverted 
the doctrine, that a refusal to receive petitions 
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|, to vote for the acceptance of the petition, it might, 


was arefusal to hear the petitioners or to discuss | 


the merits of the petition. In this case, the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucnanan] had 


stated the contents of this petition, and they had | 


been discussing it for six weeks. He further 
contended that the question of receiving or not 
receiving the petition did not interfere with the 
right of presentation; and that not one of the in- 
termediate motions to commit, &c., admitted of 
a more full discussion than this. He denied the 
application of the pages one cited in opposition 
to his motion. e wished Mr. Madison had 


pursued the same course pursued by Mr. Jackson, || 


of Georgia, and Mr. Smith, of South Carolina, | 


and many others. ak yours had been presented 
at a subsequent period, 
come more awakened, and had met the 


when the South had be- || 


ues- || 


tion as he had done; but the brave, the gallant, | 
and ever-to-be-remembered Senator from South | 


Carolina, General Sumpter, had been quoted, 
who had unguardedly voted wrong. 

Here Mr. BUCHANAN asked permission of 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Ca.- 
HouN] to read the-names of the other Senators 
from the South who had voted with General 


Sumpter; which, being granted, Mr. B. read them || 


accordingly. 


without some explanation, be supposed that there 
was an inconsistency in such vote. The right of 
petition had, it was true, certain qualifications, 
| one of which was, that it must be addressed toa 
| deliberative body, having power over the subject 
of which the petition treated. Another qualifica- 
tion was, that the pease should not be insulting 
to the body to which it was addressed. This 
' was the case with the petition from the town of 
| York, Pennsylvania, which the Senate refused to 
receive. It would be recollected that this petition 
| was not intended to complain of a grievance in 
the pewer of Congress to redress, but was in fact 
an insult on the Senate. Hence the rejection was 


eyed over the subject treated of in the petition, 
| but on the ground that the matter contained in 
it was offensive. 
from South Carolina as to the right of Congress 
to refuse the reception of a petition. He well 
knew that every deliberative Sake had the right 
| to determine the time when petiticns should be 


|| received; but this was under a mere regulation 


| having in view the convenience of the body as 


|| well as of the petitioners. 


Mr. CAL HOUN referred to the construction put 


upon the rule by the British Parliament, not only 
refusing a single petition, but throwing out of Par- 
liament a whole class of petitions. He regretted 


the decision made by the gentleman from Tennes- | 
see, (Mr. Grunpy;] and, from the capability of 


that gentleman in deciding great questions, he pre- 


sumed he had decided hastily and without exam- | 


ination. He adverted to a case in 1834, in which 
Mr. Cray was sustained by the Senate in a motion 


His idea was, that the right of petition carried 
with it the right of being heard on any subject 
| that the body addre~. | had the power to act on. 
He thought that there was anal 
tional provisions whica related to the District of 
Columbia, to justify theirconsidering it. On the 


OBE. _ 


made on his motion; and as it was his intention || 


not founded on the ground that Congress had no | 


He differed with the Senator | 


1 in the constitu- | 


| subject of the right of Congress to abolish slavery | 


in the District he was inclined to think, and can- 
dor required the avowal, that the right did exist; 
| though he should take a future opportunity of 
| expressing his views in opposition to the expedi- 
ency of the exercise of that power. The Consti- 


|} tution gave to Congress, with respect to the 


thatacertain preamble and resolutions from York, | 


Pennsylvania, respectin 
should not be received. 

to select and discriminate between what they 
should act upon and what they should not. If 
they had not, everything that was frivolous, rash, 
criminal, and blasphemous would pour into this 
Hall, and convert it into a Nassau hall; and, by 
yielding this right of refusing to receive petitions, 
the South surrendered all their outworks, and 
even the citadel itself. The Abolitionists did not 
expect merely to abolish slavery in the District 
of Columbia; they only expected to get a lodg- 
ment there to act with greater efficiency in ac- 
complishing their general object. 
expect the Abolitionists were coming with arms 
in their hands to wage a war with them, but it was 
to be a moral and religious war, the most dan- 
gerous of all wars. He could not consent to 
change his course to secure a strong majority 
which he thought was a fatal majority; not a ma- 
jority for, but against the interests of the South. 


were bound to consider it. The motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, although not so 


intended, looked like trick—deception—jugglery. || 


. 5 . 
He would feel a profound gratitude towards his 


northern friends, if they give that strong majority 
in favor of the motion he had made. 

The only hope Mr. C. had that abolitionism 
could be arrested, was, that the two political 
parties at the North would not be divided. But if 
they did divide, it was impossible to prevent this 

uestion from running into politics. He believed 
the virtuous and patriotic were with them, but he 
despaired of success, unless both political parties 
could unite. They loved the Union, but all this 
glory and anticipations of it were nothing com- 
pared to this question, which was not only a case 
of liberty, but of existence itself. The capacity 
of the South was able to defend their rights; their 
resources were almost unequaled, and the dangers 
that surrounded them would unite them. 
alternative with them would be, to do or die. He 
had intended at one time to move to refuse the 
reception of these petitions one by one, but it 


_ would have been worrying to him, and undigni- 


fied. 

Mr. CLAY rose to make an explanation with 
regard to the precedents cited by the Senator from 
South Carolina, one of which cases had been 


the pubiic deposits, || 
The Senate had the right || 


| 


| 


He did not | 


| 
| 
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i| and the Union. 


District of Columbia, all the powers not prohibited 
by it, and was directly contrary to that provision 
of the same instrument, with respect to the States, 


granted, and reserved them to the States and their 
people. 

Mr. C. also expressed his disapprobation of 
the motion to receive and immediately reject the 


| He did not think it a safe, substantial, and efifi- 


it, without its passing through the usual forms. 
| He thought that the right of petition required of 


| the servants of the people to examine, deliberate, 


and decide, either to grant or refuse the prayer of 


etition made by the Senator from Pennsylvania. | 


cient enjoyment of the right of petition to reject | 


which prohibited the exercise of powers not | 


' 


| 
' 


| a petition, giving the reasons for such decision, | 


He thought accompanying the rejection of the 
_ petition with a clear and distinct expression of 
| the reasons of the Senate would carry conviction 


| to every mind, satisfy the petitioners of the im- | 


| propriety of granting their request, and thus leave 
the best effects in putting an end to the agitation 


1 ‘ '| of the public on the subject. 
if they were bound to receive a petition, they | 


The question was here taken, ‘‘ Shall the peti- 


| tion be received ?’’ and it was decided in the af- 
| firmative—yeas 36, nays 10; as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Clay, Clay- 
| ton, Crittenden, Davis, Ewing of Ohio, Ewing of Illinois, 
Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, Kent, 
King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, Linn, McKean, 
Morris, Naudain, Niles, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Rug- 
| gles, Shepley, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tom- 
linson, Wall, Webster, and Wright—36. 
NAYS—Messrs. Black,Calhoun,Cuthbert, Leigh, Moore, 
Nicholas, Porter, Preston, Walker, and White—10. 





Mr. CLAY said this was a motion susceptible 
| of amendment; and before he sat down he would 
| offer one. He had thought a reference to a com- 


| mittee, and a report of the reasons against oa 


| ing the prayer of these petitioners, would 


a majority could not be had for that course. 
There were certain great subjects that ought to 
| be kept out of the scope of political action—they 
| were the tariff, the great public domain, slavery, 
Mr. C. commented briefly upon 
| the importance of each of these heads, and con- 
_demned the movements in a certain quarter on the 
| subject of slavery. 


| Mr. C., after arguing et some length in favor 
| of receiving the 


| 


| 


} 





| and has been read. 
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expressed his strong disapprobation of the course 


‘of the northern Abolitionists, who were inter- 


meddling with a subject that no way concerned 
them. He expressed himself in favor of a grad- 
ual emancipation of the black race, if it could be 
done without those injurious consequences which 
would inevitably flow from such a measure. Al- 
though he had been taught from his childhood 
to believe that every man, no matter what was 
his color or his condition, was entitled to free- 
dom, yet the retaining the black race in slavery 
was justified by the necessity of the measure. ff 
he was a southern man, he would resist emanci- 
ration in every form, either gradual or otherwise, 
Coscaian he would go for his own race, which was 
the superior race of the two; and because eman- 
cipation must necessarily give the inferior race, 
in the course of time, a numerical preponderance. 
Mr. C., after some further remarks, submitted 
the following amendment: 

Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioners be rejected. 


For the Senate, without now atlirming or denying the 
constitutional power of Congress to grant the prayer of the 


| petition, believes, even supposing the power uncontested, 
| which itis not, that the exercise of it would be inexpodient: 


ist. Because the people of the District of Columbia bave 
not themselves petitioned for the abolition of slavery within 
the District. 


2d. Because the States of Virginia and Maryland would 
be injuriously affected by such a measure, whilst the insti 
tution of slavery continues to subsist within their respect- 
ive jurisdictions ; and neither of those States would prob- 
ably have ceded to the United States the territory now 
| forming the District, if it had anticipated the adoption of 

any such measure, without clearly and expressly guarding 
against it. 

3d. Because the injury which would be inflicted by excit- 
ing alarm and apprehension in the States tolerating slavery, 
and by disturbing the harmony between them and the other 
members of the Confederacy, would far exceed nny prac- 
tical benefit which could possibly flew from the abolition 
of slavery within the District. 

Mr. PORTER made some remarks, expressive 
of his disapprobation of the amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN said that some remarks, 

both of the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Ca.noun,] and of the Senator from Kentucky, 
| [Mr. Cray,] compelled him to make a few observ- 
| ations in his own defense. 
Sir, (said Mr. B.,) I rejoice at the result of the 
| vote which has this day been recorded. It will 
| forever secure to the citizens of this country the 
sacred right of petition. The question has now 
been finally settled by a decisive vote of the Sen- 
ate. The memorial which I presented from a 
vortion of the highly respectable Society of 
Sileode has been received by a triumphant ma- 
jority. Another happy consequence of this vote 
is, that abolition is forever separated from the 
right of petition. The Abolitionists will now 
never be able to connect their cause with the vio- 
lation of a right so justly dear to the people. 
They must now stand alone. This is the very 
position in which every friend of the Union, both 
in the North and the South, ought to desire to see 
, them placed. 

From the remarks which have just been made 
by the Senators from South Carolina and Ken- 
tucky, it might almost be supposed that my mo- 
tion to reject the prayer of the memorialists was 
trifling with the right of petition, which, in the 

_course of debate, 1 have defended with all m 

| power. Is there the slightest foundation for such 
| an imputation ? 

The memorial has been received by the Senate, 
If this body are in doubt 
whether they will grant its prayer—if they wish 
further information upon this subject than what 
| they already possess, then they ought to refer it. 
| On the other Gaod, if every Senator has already 
, determined how he will vote upon the question, 
_ why send the memorial to a committee? It pre- 


e the || sents but one simple question for our decision. 
| better way to a of the subject; but he feared || It asks us to abolish slavery in the District of 


| Columbia. My motion proposes that this prayer 
shall be rejected. Now, is it not self-evident to 
| every Senator upon this floor, that any committee 
| which can be formed out of this body will arrive 


jj at the same conclusion? Why, then, refer this 
t 


memorial to obtain a report, when we already 
_ know what that report will be? Why keep the 
ane open for further agitation and debate? 
| Should it be referred to a committee, upon their 


the petition, contending that the || report we shall have the same ground to travel 
refusal to receive it would be a violation of the || over again which we have been treading for so 


right of petition as secured by the Constitution, ' long a time. I have yet to learn that, when a 
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petition is presented to any tribunal, in a case so | tutional compact which 
|| suster States. 


clear as not to require deliberation, itis either dis- 
respectful to the petitioners, or that it infringes 
the right of petition, to decide against its prayer 
without delay. 

But in this ease powerful reasons exist why 
the memorial ought not to be referred. Although 
we allagree that slavery ought not to be abolished 
in the District of Columbia, yet we arrive at this 
conclusion by different courses of reasoning. 
Before | presented this memorial, I endeavored 
to aseertain from Senators whether it would be 


journed. 


possible to obtain a streng vote in favor of any | 


proposition more specific in its terms than that 
now before the Senate. I found this would be 
impossible. I then made the motion to reject the 
prayer of the memorial after much deliberation. 

I found the Senate divided upon this subject 
into four sections. One portion was opposed to 
the prayer of the memorial, because, in their 
opinion, it would be unconstitutional to grant it; 
another, because it would violate our compacts 
of cession with Virginia and Maryland; a third, 
because it would be inexpedient and unjust to 
abolish slavery in this District, while it exists 
in the surrounding States; and a fourth, who 
were unwilling to co even to this extent, but who 
equally condemned its abolition at the present 
moment. Here were the elements of discord. 
While all, or nearly all, are harmonious in their 
conclusion that the prayer of the petition ought 
not to be granted, their premises are far different, 
My object was to get the strongest vote, for the 
purpose of calming the agitation both in the 
South and in the North. In order to accomplish 
this purpose, my motion must be one on which 
the largest majority could agree, and on which 
each member might vote for his own peculiar 
reasons. I ask what motion could I have made 
so well calculated to attain the end as the one 
now before the Senate? 

The amendment which has just been proposed 
by the Senator from Kentucky will, { fear, prove 
to be the apple of discord in this body. It 1s too 
strong a measure for one portion of the Senate; 
whilst it is too weak for another. Those who 
believe that we have no power, under the Con- 
stitution, to abolish slavery in this District, will 
not vote for the amendment, because it does not 
recognize this principle; whilst such gentlemen 
as deem it inexpedient at the present time to act 
upon the subject, but who do not wish to commit 
themselves for the future, will be equally opposed 
to the reasons which this amendment assigns. 
For my own part, individually, I should not ob- 
ject to the amendment. } 
vote for all the principles which it contains. If I 


I could most cheerfully | 


believed it would unite in its favor as large a | 


majority of the Senate as the motion which I have 


made, unaccompanied by these reasons, it should | 


have my support. But this, I am convinced, will 
not be the case; and my purpose is to obtain the 
largest vote possibie, because this will have the 
strongest influence upon public opinion. It would 
most effectually check the agitation upon this 
subject. 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) this question of domestic 
slavery is the weak point in our institutions. 
Tariffs may be raised almost to prohibition, and 


then they may be reduced so as to yield no ade- | 


quate protection to the manufacturer—our Union 
is sufficiently strong toendure the shock. Fierce 
political storms may arise; the moral clements 
of the country may be convulsed by the struggles 
of ambitious men for the highest honors of the 
Government—the sunshine does not more cer- 
tainly succeed the storm than that all will again 
be peace. 
a. let it once be made manifest to the people 
of the South that they cannot live with us except 
in a state of continual apprehension and alarm for 
their wives and their children, for all that is near 
and dear to them upon the earth—and the Union 
is from that moment dissolved. It does not then 
become a questign of expediency, but of self- 
preservation. It is a question brought home to 
the fireside, to the domestic circle, of every white 
man inthe southern States. This day—thisdark 
and gloomy day for the Republic, will, I most de- 
voutly trust and believe, neverarrive. Although 
in Pennsylvania we are all opposed to slavery in 
the abstract, yet we will never violate the consti- 


Touch this ee of slavery seri- | 


tunity of making himself acquainted wi 


| asked for the yeas anc } 
ordered; and the question was taken and decided 
, as follows: 


' 
} 
| 
j 


we have made with our 
Their rights will be held sacred by 
us. Under the Constiustion itis their own ques- 
tion; and there let it remain. 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


' 
| 
j 


On motion by Mr. MORRIS, the Senate ad- || 


IN SENATE. 
Trerspay, March 10, 1836. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Doneson, his Private 
Secretary, inclosing a report from the Secretary 
of State, with the proceedings of a convention 
held at Little Rock, in Arkansas, for the puspose 


of forming a constitution and State government 


for Arkansas, together with the constitution and 
several accompanying documents. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, at the request of the Dele- 
gate from Arkansas, moved to refer the -papers to 
a select committee, to be raised for the purpose. 

Mr. CLAYTON thought a reference to the 
select committee appointed to consider the subject 
of the admission of Michigan into the Union 
would be preferable. 

Mr. BUCHANAN pressed his motion, and 

[ nays on it, which were 


YEAS—Mesers. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Ewing of Mlinois, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hubbard, King 
of Georgia, Linn, MeKean, Morris, Nicholas, Niles, Robin- 
son, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, ‘Tipton, Wail, and 
W inte—22. 

|} NAYS—Messrs. Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Davis, 
Ewing of Ohio, Goldsborongh, Knight. Leigh, Naudain, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Southard, Swift, and 
Tomlinson—l?. 

Mr. BUCHANAN then, for the purpose of 
postponing the balloting for the committee till to- 
morrow, moved to lay the subject on the table; 
which motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN REGISTERED SEAMEN. 
The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Department of State, showing the number of 
American seamen registered in each port of the 
United States for the year 1836; and which, on 
motion by Mr. DAVIS, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented several peti- 
tions from citizens of Ohio, praying that a change 
may be made in the location of the Cumberland 
road; and 

Mr. MORRIS presented several memorials on 
the same subject; both of which were referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


tion of sundry citizens of that State, praying for 
the establishment of certain post routes; also, the 
etition of sundry citizens of Galena, on the sub- 
ject of preémption rights; the first of which was 
referre 
Post Roads, and the second to the Committee on 
| Public Lands. 
Mr. NILES presented the memorial and re- 


March 10. 


LL 
nature of the bill as modified by the House, it 
was laid on the table, with an understanding to 
take it up at asearly aday as the business of the 
Senate would permit. 

Mr. CLAYTON moved to take up the bill to 
setue and establish the northern boundary of the 
State of Ohio. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, opposed the motion, 





| on the ground that the Senate, after the vote taken 


Mr. EWING, of Illinois, presented the peti- | 


to the Committee on the Post Office and | 


monstrance of sundry citizens of Danbury, Con- | 
necticut, engaged in the manufacture of hats, | : c X 
|| to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished 


against the renewal of the patent of Joseph Grant; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 
REPRESENTATIVES OF C. C. B. THOMPSON. 
Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which had been referred the petition 
| of the legal ppresetpnres of the late Captain 
Charles C. B. Thompson, reported a bill for their 
‘relief; which was read, and ordered to a second 
| reading. 
SUFFERERS BY THE NEW YORK FIRE. 


| A message was received from the House of 
| Representatives, by Mr. Frankuin, their Clerk, 
| stating that the House had passed the bill of the 
Senate for the relief of the sufferers by the late 
fire in the city of New York, with certain amend- 
/ments, to which they asked the concurrence of 
the Senate; and 
| Onmotionby Mr, WRIGHT, the bill was taken 
_up, and considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
| when Mr. W. moved that the Senate concur in 
said amendments. 
Mr. SOUTHARD wishing to have an - 
1e 


i 


i 


yesterday to receive the petition praying to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, was pledged 
to take the vote on the question pending to re- 
| ject the prayer of the petitioner, in order that 
_ those who from a sense of duty voted to receive, 
might now give the strongest vote in opposition 
to its object. He showed the urgent necessit 
there was for settling this agitating question in 
the speediest and most decided manner; and sug- 
_ gested that the Ohio bill could be taken up the 
/next day, as the abolition question, having been 
| sufficiently discussed, only required the vote on 


| the second and most important question (the first 


| having been taken) to end the subject, 
| Mr. EWING, afier referring to the numerous 
delays both in this and the other House, of the 
Ohio bill, and the powerful reasons that existed 
| for settling the distracting controversy between 
Ohio and Michigan, said that a strong sense of 
duty constrained him to press the motion of the 
| Senator from Delaware. There was no danger of 
| this bill not passing both Tlouses of Congress if 
it could be brought fairly before them, but it had 
_ always been Jost by being sent too late in the ses- 
sion to the other House. 
Mr. BROWN observed that gentlemen ex- 
pressed great anxiety to allay the excitement in 
the southern country, by giving some decided 
vote on the question that had so long been dis- 
cussed, Yesterday the debate was brought to a 
‘close, the preliminary question taken, and the 
one most important to the South yet remained to 
be disposed of. He confessed he had heard with 
no little surprise the motion of the Senator from 
| Delaware. Was there no way by which this 
, country was to be relieved from this agitating 
| subject of Abolition; and was it still to be kept 
| up without making one effort to put anend to it? 
He hoped that the Senate would see the necessity 
‘of going on with the unfinished business, and 
taking the question on the motion of the Senator 
| from Pennsylvania, which all expected when they 
| voted to receive the petition. 
| Mr. CLAYTON had no idea that the Ohio bill 
| would give rise to any discussion. It had been 
| sufficiently discussed at the last session; and, after 
| the two concurring reports that had been made 
on it, he was not aware of any cause for appre- 
| hending a debate that would delay or defeat the 
object of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. MORRIS, after a few remarks, expressed 
his intention of submitting an amendment to the 
bill to establish the Ohio boundary, if it should = 
be taken up. He did not coneur with the com- 
mittee in their report, nor was he satisfied with 
all the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. LEIGH observed, that it had been urged 
by the Senator from Alabama that he was anxious 


business, in order to put an end to the excitement 
that had grown out of the subject so long dis- 
cussed there. Whenever that subject came up, 
there would be the proposition of the Senator 
| from Kentucky, whisk was most probable would 
| lead toa further discussion. To that proposition 
| he intended to submit another, by way of amend- 

ment, and he wished the Senate to be full, when 
| it was made, which was not then the case. 
| There surely was no good reason why they should 
| lay aside a subject which had been debated for 
| months, and could be settled without discussion, 
| to hasten the action on one that would most 
probably give rise to a debate. 

Mr. BROWN remarked, that as to the Senate 
being full at a particular time was a very uncer- 
tain matter. It was true that some Senators 
were then absent, but others might leave there on 
their return. Indeed, he knew of some then there 

who would necessarily be absent in a few dogs. 
er 


He thought the expectation of having a ful 
Senate was not a sufficient reason for delaying 
oe important question that remained to be de- 
cl 
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